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PARTICVLAR DEFENCE hs 


OF/THREE NOCENT 
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'The' Surplice, Croſſe in Baptiſme, and kneelingat 
the recciving of the facramentall clements. 


of Bread and Wine. 
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Reply to Dr,Mortons Generall Defence of thoſe three 
at 
cular Defence : And becauſe it is thought, that 1 know the Au- 


? ® D . . 
OEOBOBOSOWOS 
To the Authour, 

Ri: and beloved friend , I underſtand that your 

nocent Ceremonies , hath given 'very good content 

to many judicious Miniſters , and good people in our 
Lend :- ſo that they gre 7 defirt to ſee the like Reply to his Parti- 
thour, 1 am earneſtly intreated by letters that I would be a meants 
to flirre hins up to ſo good a Worke. Wherfore 1 beſeech jou to 
hearken to my DN take the like paines ( good Sir ) about the 
Particulars. It may diſcourage you to thinke that this your Reply 
will occaſion yorr further labour in anſwering to Dc. Mortons 


* Anſwer to theſe two Replies : but if you conſider the Heat rag 
ou jee now 


of truth , there is no cauſe to fear this fear. 
Dr.Duwnam is daunted by Ar. Gerlom Bucerus, hts mode 
Confutation of his Sermon at Lambeth , which he made inW- 
fence of the Loraly Prelacie in England, and in d:ſgrace of the 
Elderſhip of the more, and better reformed Churches of Chriſt , 
i the Low Countries and in Scotland: ( 1 mean in Scotland 
ere this moſt wnheppy deformation of that moſt beautifull Spouſe 
of Chriſt was broxoht in,by theſe late «ſurping Biſhops 3 who be 
the more deteft.1ble , becauſe of their former profeſſion and ſub= 


ſcription, from Which they haue made a ſhamefull apoſtaſie in the 
fight of other Reformed Churches : their ſinne herein being the 


more heynous, becauſe they goe back towards Popery in theſe back= 


Py times, and With hypocriticall Saul perſecute their brethren, 


whoſe upright comſes their own conſciences approue. Miſerable 
men they be ( 4s long as they continue in their evill ) to Whons our 
Saviour denounceth Woe, becauſe of the grievous offence which 
they gine.) eAndif Dr.Downam, Who was counted an inge» 
nous man, ere he Was a Lord Biſhop , be thus at a ſtand, that in 
theſe fine yeares he hath not anſwered one Word ; why may Wee 
: ef 2 | tis 
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"wot thinke the bhe of Dr.Morton ;| when he Jhall ſee that he © © 
wlſs hath taken #pon bin the defence of a bad cauſe? \1 pray you 
be the miore intconragtd, by confidering the writings of theſt two 
Dottors, ere they were Biſhops , and fince. Before they were ſolide 
Writers, abounding with manifeſt procfes out of Gods Word,wbile 
they dealt againſt the Papiſts : But vow ſharpening their pennes 
againſt the truth ; how few quotations of Scriptares can a 
finde ? What Wreſting of the Scriptures 15 evident 1 their later 
writings ? | | : 

Beſides , T hope you will be moved the rather to take this fur- 
ther pains ; becauſe 1 perceine that many , both godly *Mini- 
ſters and people of our land, doe of late more take the good 
and holy cauſe of Reformation to heart then heretofore, and grow 
into a greater diſlike of the unlawfull Prelacie and Cerenonits 
among u,then formerly : eſpecially ſeeing the Biſhops as ſilent, 
as ſo many dumb dogs, when Popery ett we in the Land. 
Let therfore this fit opportunity ſtir up your heart the more to ſhea 
a —_ for the dd and Aa4 Finally, let me ſay Rong | 
with ſome alteration, as zedlons Mordecai ſaid to Eſther,, Wha ** 
weth wherher yuu be ordained of ys ben a rime? 
ure your ſelfe many of Gods: people Will be_ſtrengthned b 
your > ah ” ſo the more tank: ſhall of 6 KI tf: 
prayers made to God for you. But why ſhould 1 uſe reaſons ta 
perſwade you to that , atom coats of, and zeale for the trath, 
cannot but conſtrain you to doe? Thus not doubting but I ſhall 
obtain this juſt and equall requeſt , which I make in the behalfe 
of many PS, ftar God, and long to ſee our Church disburthened 
of many hurtfull humane traditions, and governed by that 
holy Diſcipline which Chriſt hath prefivibed in bis holy and 
wnchangeable Word, 1 commend you and your labowrs to the 
rich bleſſing of God in Chriſt Jeſus our onely P acre; 
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%; 


* 


Your loving friend, whom you 
know by my hand, a 


A+ Rev 
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IR, though I cannot. but grudge the time Which 1 ſpend" in 
confedering any farther of D. Mortons defence (babing for- 

 B nerhy in the generalls found it bo be but painted paper ) yet per= 

_ = ceiving that an 'the particular defence there is very little of mo- 
ment beſide that which in the general pars bath formerly been confus 
ted, Ms Arey yin, being ſo earneſt With me in yout letter, 
«bout the examining of the latter part alſo , after the ſame briefe 
manner wiich gane you, and others,content in the former. ' = 0 
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= HE firſt accuſation (for though the* generall argus 
+ - ments in the former part are vouchlafedthe name of 
 objettions, yer the particular of che ſecond'part are per- 
” petually tiled by the Defendant, I know not fer what 
cauſe, acccuſations.)the firſt accuſation (I ay ) propounded by 
. the Def: in the = oF rhe Non-conform1 
n appointing any ſeverall epparell unto miniſters, there is ſome iniurie 
wg "nj them : for Buter profeſſeth,thit in all the* dip 5 
bee had been teacher hee took, order that no ſprciall fpparell might bee' 
preſcribed for the miniifers to Weare. Cartw' in the reſt of by % Re- 
ply,0.249. & Abridg. Lincoln þ. 54. In which words' there 1s an 
afſcrtion , and the reaſon of it, conneRed together by the par«' 
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s,is thas ſer down 


ticle for ; (o that no ſimple er credulous reader can' othetrwiſe* 


think,but that Bucers fat is by M Cartwright and the Abridg-' 
ment made a reaſon of rhe'Aﬀertion, viz. rhar'minifters have” 
ſome iniurie done unto thery in that ſcverall appatell 18 appoin- 
ted: unto them. But whoſoever will but looke upon' the places 
quoted, ſhali ſce that both M. Cartwright, aad the min'ſters of 
11198 . A3 Liacolae 
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, thera by 32 injunRion, 3, The rerme of Lacks by whic 
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Lincolne Diocefſe,have manifeſt iniurie done unto them 
Def.. in fathering upon them a reaſon which is indeed. 
own framing. Neir er they nor any that ever writ againfit- hy 
mane tuperſtitions,let fall ſuch a loole conſequence : It i inju- 
ry to appoint any ſeberall apparel] unts minifters, becauſe Bucer tooke A 
oF der that none ſhould be preſcribed in oy Churches here bee has -_ 
teacher. M. Cartwrizht indeed hath the Aſertjon that ſome in- 
durie © done,G&re, but mentioneth not at all Bucers praQile,much- 
lJefſe maketh it a maine reaſon of his afſertion. The authors of 
the Abridgement quote indeed .the profeflion and -praftiſe of 
Bucer; bur they make no mention at all of iniurie done ro the 
minifters, ſo farre are they from makihg his praRtife a principal 
reaſon of that aſſertion. What came inta the Def. his head 
when he patched theſe things rogether in this manrer, I cannot 
rel{ : but this I.am ſure, to make our writers authors of fuck 
« miſhapen reaſon,is no plain equal] dealing. | #4 

Now in the defence which is made againft this — 
cuſation,ſomething is ſayd ſeverally, 1. abour M. Canyri 
his aſſertion 3 and 2. about M. Bucer. I will gather 8!l that is 
mazeriall unto certaine heads. | 

1 Hetelleth us, that though Miniſters enght to bee chiefly _ 
cerned by bertues, yet the differmce of outIbard garments cannot but 
be beld convenient, for the diſtinguiſhing of them from Laicks, inthe 
diſebarge of their fin ion, eſpecially in the dayes of peace, and hbritje, 
even by the rule of decencie. Where 1.4 man may thinke by his 
carefall diſcerning berwixt miniſters vertugs and garments, 
which he illuſtrateth alſo by a compariſon of womens vertyes 
and garments,that his mind in this anſwer was upon ſome other 
obiction about verrues : for all that is nothing tothe objc@ion | 
propounded, 2, He miſtaketh his mark alſo when he avoucheth 
difference of apparell to be convenient; For the objeion is appoins 
ting diffcrent apparell ;- now many things are convenient for 
me, which yer cannot be ſtrictly appointed unto them without 
ſome intiuric; as for cxampleit is convenient{witheur all doubt) 
that Biſhops,even Archbiſhops,ſhould give God thanks them- 
ſc]ves in perſon, when they goe to meat : yet many of our Bij- 
ſhops I am ſare(it not all) would think it an injurie 10 have 
this appointed unto them ; for then they ſhould not be fo much _ 4 
honoured. :$ now they are by Chaplains attending upon their pa 
table tocale them of that paines : and ſurely it were an injuris 
to appoint ſuch a thing unto.godly miniſters, even therefore 
becauſe it is ſo convenicnr,that they would be loath ro hauc's- 
ny ſuſpicion of ſuch a rude orciſe proud negligence caſt upon 
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meeteth ; yet in the very diſchar 
as much defire to be diſcerned by 


of his funion z doth 
bi people prefent, asany Mi- 
niſter in peace and liberty : ſecondly, it ſeemeth ro imply an 


audacious perilous nonfaneyl For the meaning being ,. that _ 
| 


this difference of apparell is convenient for all times, bureſpe 

cially for thoſe that are peaceable, it muſt follow, that the A> 
poltles, not uſiug ſuch garments, did nor {o difcharge their fun- 
Qions as was convenient, 6 As forthe rule of Decencie, which 
3s here made the ground of all this affirmation , it were to bee 
wiſhed that the Defendant would haue brought it into a ſyllo- 
giſme, that we might haue ſeen the force of ir. For now I 
cannot deviſe what Conick will conclude different Minifteriall 
garments, from Decencie ; ſceing Decencic was, andis, with- 
out them,in a multitude of Chriſtian Churches and Miniſters; 
But as ſome blundering Logicians, -make their rule de omns & 
de nulo, \crue to prove every thing: ſo this Defendant would 
make us belecue , that his rule of Decency will maintain any 
thing that it pleaſcr.. our ſpirituall Lords ro impoſe upon us. 

2 In the next place, he would prouc his Decencie out of Be- 
&aes rwelfth E iftle » where that reverent man expreſly affirm- 
eth, that the ſaurplice #© polluted ith inſinite ſuperititions , and 
Porſe for « Mmiſter to hear , then a players or a fooles coat. And 
we 4 the -2iy 4c brin w_ of that qaguay og Sur- 
plice ? Beta (laith he) eow:th of diſtingu'ſhing order of Citizens 
aud fintion , in «6ivill comſe: from Þbcuce it followeth , that 


- 


doth verbally diſtinguiſh other Chriſtians from Miniſters, ſa-, 
vourcth ſomewat of Popiſh Hierarchicall diſdaine of rhem.. 
The ſcripture doubteth nor to call Chriſtian people the Lords 


9 y 


C 
= 
4 


=. 


— 


4 © thee en 


4 ? C H AP. T. 4 , 

they are much more to be d-ſtinguiſhed in the — their fune 
Hime, whith he declareth by the example of Iudges. To” 
which Tanſwer; 1 that if all this be granted, yet 1t maketh 
-not forthe Surplice , which is not a Civill , but an Ecclefiaſtt. 
call religious habite : there is great difference betwixt a grave 
Civil! habite,and a myſticall garment: z the conſequence doth. 
not follow :, becauſe in the exerciſing of the Miniſteriall duty, 
nothing is reguiſire which the Lord himſelte doth not impoſe 
upon his Miniſters. A Miniſter then hath another perſon, 


then when he walketh in the ftreert. 3 There is a _ diſparity 
betwixt Iudges and Minfters in regard of their tunQions. For 


Judges funQions are Civill, and therfore ſubje& unto mans in. 


tirutions 5 but Miniſters in their fanQions are onely to obſerue 
what hee whoſe ſervice they perferm hath appornted. 4 For 
Iudges themſclues ( becauſe their example 1s ofren urged) I an- 
ſwer : firſt, in the Low Countries, and ( formerly at the leaſt) 
in Scotland, Iudges pertorm their Office, very well , withour 
ſuch diſtin& apparell: ſecondly , neither in the Common. 
wealth of Iſracl, nur yet of the Romanes or Grecians ( for 
any thing I coul.lever reade, or hear of ) was any ſect garments 
appointed for Iudges: thirdly, in our own land, the Iuſtices of 
Peace at the S: flions, are Iudges of life and death in their ordi. 
nary apparel! : fourthly, the very ſpirituall Tudges, that are 
Lords over the Churches in England, as Chancellours, Com- 
miſſaries, Archdeacons, Officials, haue not by all the wiledom 
of cur Convocation Houle, any ſpeciall garments appointed 
unto them for'executing of their funtions. Nay, the ver 
High Commiſſion ( where the Iudges are of all other mok 
terrible unto many honeſt men) is executed withour this De-> 
cencie. The Biſhops themſclues haue no other Robes for their 
Civill or Ecclcf1aſticall jadgmenrs,then for their other imploy. 
ments, The Dcan of W-ſtminſter, the Biſhop of Linculnz 
and the L. keeper of the great Scal,appcar all at this time in one 
and the ſame attire. As [# the other Iudges , theirhabits were 
derived in the times of ſuperſtition , from the Monkes and 
Friers in all probability , with whoſe Coules, both they and our 
Vaiverfitic hoods, retain ill, fome agreement of faſhion. 

3 Next, he prayeth us toremenber , that in the dajes of Anti- 
quity , Chriitien Proſelyts did diitinguiſh themſelues from Roman 
Pagans, by e1{ting 4way their gowntei, and wearing of cloaks,Tert.de 
Pullio, Had Iremembred this before, and eſteemed it of any 
mega, or 1Magined that the Defendant ſo accounted of it, I 
might the Ger, part, ch.4,hauc preſſed this inſtance againſt 


Conformity with Jdolaters. - There many more pertinent ex. | 


amplcs- 


- 


CHAP, I. 5 


amples are alledged ,and yet rejeQed: but this it may be would 
haue prevailed,becauſc it 18 of the Defendants owne obſerving, 
But it may in this place giue him occaſion of ſome after. 
rhoughts, concerning that conformitie. As forthe parpoſe now 
in hand,it maketh nothing art all. For, 1. a cloak was nota di- 
ſtin& garment appointed as proper unto Chriſtians, but the 
common attire of the Grecians. This therefore; did not diftin- 
uiſh Chriſtians from all Pagans, bur onely from thoſe of 
ruth 2. The end and proper cauſe of this changing of gowne 
into cioak,was not to di\{tinguith Chriſtians fro Pagans:for theg 
the ſame men which at R-:me caſt away their gownes, and put 
on cloaks,ſhould haue had as good reaſon at Athens, or any 0+ 
ther citie ef the Gree krs,ro have caſt away their cloaks,ana pur 
on gownes againc, to dilt.nguith themſclues from Grecian Pa- 
gans. 3. It doth not appeare that all Chriftian Pcoſtlices did 
make this change, but ſome onely more Philotophically diſpo- 
ſed, ſamme autheritacs virt. 1. Men of chiefe authorttie, as Beatus 
Rhenanus obſcrveth. 4. The plain truth is, (as net encly Bets 
$14 Rhenanas,but alſo [unu, ano Pamelius himiclte oblcrveth) 
that the reafon of this change was the (inzpliciue and trugalite 
which at that time was 1n the « loak, and not in the gowne. The 
ſame is confirmed out of Hritrom writing to Marcella. Nuw 
from hence Beats Fyenanas concludeth againſt che long trains, 
rich attirc,and ſuperfluinic of Prelats in our dayes : And his Lou 
gick herein is a great dcale more conſonant to the text then our 
defendants. Ft if the chiefe Chriftians then wuh danger,and 
reproach,did caſt away ordinary gownes becauſe of the fuper- 
fAuitic of -h-m ;ſurcly they woulas not, if they lived now, wile 
lingly fee one under the name «f a Chriſtian Biſhop, with 
a long rraine,which muſt be carried up atter him bf other men, 
b-<ſide a rich cope, ana caſſock, attended with DeQors of Divi- 
nitie,on foot,when he 1s on hoife-back, fome thirue followers 
in gold chaines,beſitc other fervants, as I haue ſcen the Bi- 
ſhop of London rite through the ſtreets, and that onely to 
keare a ſermon at the Sputle. This 1s not 4 togs adpaliigmm : bur 
4 pallio ad togam ad purparam,ad mundt pompam ; From the gowne 
to the clook , but from the cloak to iht gewnegto ſtark gowne, to the 
pompe of the Þortd. 

4 Whereas Bucer ſayth, ſcript. Angl. 705. Vhicunque me eccle fg 
audierunt veftes nullas frigulares in aamtryſtratione /ccraments1 un 
adbibert curabi.u. Whereſoever the Churches Bowuld gine eare to me, 1 
carefully provided that no (jectall garments Were ſed in the admini- 
ftratton of the ſacraments. The miniſters «ngl:fb his words thus,, 
Bucgr took order thas ne ſpeciall apparel migUE bes apporuted for the 
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minifers, &c. Here the Defendant being ſet to catch at any. 
word he could, moſt ridiculouſly goeth about to anſwer concere 
ning the word order: wheras no mention was made of ordo order, 
but on*ly of t«king crder,that is, providing,or taking care, curdVis 
But p:fſion doth make men blind. | 
5 Now at length he commeth to the teſtimonie of M. Bucey, 
concerning whom, firſt, he wourfdreth at our confidence in begine 
ning with.this author, ſeeing be Would be loath ts make end With bim: 
as though'he would be contented ro conclude with M. B:24 a» 
bont this matter,bzcauſe hg hath begun with him, 1n this very 
ſe&ion ; oras if it were ſach a poyat of confidence, to alledge 
the plaine words of an author, except his authoritie be followed 
and imitated in eyery point. As for reverend M. Bucer,his mind 
ſtood thus, He di4 earn?/tly deftre to biue all things in the Church, 
reduced to the fir Apoſtolicall tmplicitie, as well ia things externall, 
a5 internal. He tudged it beft, that the Surplice ſhould be taken away, 
becauſe it was ore1/1on of ſuverſiition to ſame,and of permtians con+ 
tention to others, tnzratefull to good men,audirurtfull to bad, be procus 
red them to b: removed out of all Charches thit Would heare hiscoun. 
fell, He I-iſh:d to ſaffer ſome great bodily evill (as the loſſe of a leg or 
an arme) that they were hol/amly removed out of Engiand. But yet 
be thought in ſome c1ſcs, and with mmny cautions they may be aſed. 
Now let any indifferent man judge, whether the Prelats, or we 
goe further with M. Bucer. We follow him at the heeles, fo long 
as he gocth on reſolutely, in a plaine way, that is, almoſt to the 
very cud ; where,to giue place unto ths: potent oppoſition his 
judgement andaft:&ions met with, hee maketh one ſtep our of 
the beaten path, by a tollerable admiſli»n of thar which his 
heart was againſt. The Pcelars on the other (i1e, let him gge 
alone,or #5, any ſer themlelucs againſt him all the way,unto the 
very end, and there th:y ſtep in,not,wich him, but far beyond 
him, Thzy turne his may he into their mt be, In ſtead of his 
zeal2 torremovinz of th2 Sarplice, the greateſt parc of their 
zeale ({o'tarre as mn can [ce 11 many ofchem is for themſelues 
and ſom? ceremonies. Would godly Bucer haue dealt in thele 
buſcneſſzs as our Pcelars deale? not while that grace which was 
given him, remuned with him. By that which hath been ſayd 
it appeareth evidently that M. Bucer with:d the removall ofthe 
Surplice, not onely for the quiet of ſome ſcrupulous perſons 


o 


, (as the D-tendant fayth) which yet might make thoſe of our 


Prelats witich haue any of hus ſiacece charitie ta them, for to 
bluſh, bur allo for other weighue reaſons, \ 
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H E fecond obje&ion brought in under the name of M. 
 #Hy.15,that no miniſte;iall habic ought ro bee appropriated | 
e unto Gocs wprihip,burſuch as may be well —_ in civill | 
and common uſe, Here the Defendant anſwereth, by arguing -/ 
from fudges robes,N e iding garments, boly deyes, Charches, commeu- 
nion cups, table-covering j puiptt clothes,unts Wo: ſnupping apparel! z as | 
he calleth ir. Burt there 1s not like reaſon :; tor 1, all theſe are. ! 
meerly ciy1ll, except holy. dayes, which we doe not efteem_ of, :) 
er diſtinguiſh from oth:r dayes, by any appropoaney : wiſhing | 
that mans authoritie which giues them the title of Holy, may ; 
make them common dayes againe., and take order that thar, 
day which Gods commandement makes holy, may not be'proe; 
phaned,as it 1s commonly, but rei-giouſly kept once a week. 
Bur the Surplice on th: other fide is in Rate -rel1gious, Concer- 
ning the attire of Iudges, I have anſwered betore, The reſt 
are not appropriated in their kinde: tor the fame Kkinde of 
things may be and are uſcd in civill and common uſe ; neither 
1s it neceſſaric or generall,that the ſame particulars beappropri- 
ated ro one uſe, either commonor in Gods worſhip, but may 
ſerue for both. May not the marricd perſons worſhip God in 
their wedding garments? Is it unlawfull to walk in Pauls? 
3. None of thcle are inftitutedor appointed or what watter and 
' forme they ſhould alwayes be of, neither by ts, nor tor ought I 
know of, by the Prelats thcmſclues. For as marriage garments. 
may differ in tuff: and faſhion, ſo may Churches, cups, table- 
clothes, pulpir-clothes,&c. 4. The more the Detendant extol. 
leth a M-niſtcr aboue rables and pulpits, calling him ,-a lively ore 
| gan in Gods ſirvice,a perſon divinely called to that ſacred funtticu,con- 
ſecrated to the ſame i fhip, the more Gangerous he may ce it to 
be for men to 1mpole their owne devices upon him un the cxe- 
cuting of his fur@ion : and the more improbable that Chriſk 
hath fo farre ſubic@ed his funAion 30 the pleaſures of perverſe 
men. Even by this his owne argument he might tee, (ir he did 
not ſtand in his owne light) that there is no paritic of reafon 
berwixt wedding and worſhipping appare!l, ng more then there 
18 betwixt tables anc trachers, 
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T fareth with this Defendant in diſputing for human cere. 
monies, as it doth with many coatorming unto them: the 
ol | | * further 
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forther he goerh,the more corrupr is he in his dealing about the, 
He would make the reader belceue that we abhorred from all 
white linnen: for that 1s the title of this ſcion, that we accuſe 
the Surplice for colour and matter. For which matter how lit- 
tle colour he had, apprareth plainly out of the words of M. Hy. 
which ke ſetteth downe himſelte ; wherein nathirg 1s affirmed, 
but that /innen mini/Feri:ll apparell pas not anciently uſed in the pris 
mitive Chirch,es Mr Hooker in « manner gr-nteth. it 18 not the 
colour and marter which is here oppoſed, but the antiquitic of 
the Surplice. Not as ifantiquitie were ſufficient to authorize it, 
bur to take away that vain pretence from them which hque no 
better plea for th-ir caule, then pref gr 109 of time. Nowtor 
the antiquitic of the Surplice, the Defendant hath nothwg to 
bring bur che grant of Zeppernes Martyr,& Zanchir,vvho yer coe 
nat {peak of appropriation unto ſacred ufe and divine ſervice, 
but onely adinit of Chry/aftomes and Jeromes words, as th.y axe 
uſnally raken : not thinking of that which Mr. Cartwright fure 
ther anſwereth, viz, that the white apparrell which CEry/oſtome 
and Jerome ſneak of, was nothing elſe but a more honeſt , graue, 
and honorable attire, which miaiſters then uſed the ſame dayes, 
a5 well without as within the place and time ef divine {crvice, 
But this interpretation the defendant taketh cleane away,by cal. 
ling it « filly and ſencel:{ſe enſwer; chough he neither bringeth any 
wwe. Fr or teftimonie againſt it : nor yer anſwer to that which 
M. CartÞr42ht bringeth both our of the ſcripture, and out of 
Eraſmus, and Iewel, p. 254 255-256. Eraſmus his woris are plaine 
enough, Onanquam nunc linearum Vveſtium uſus vilts, ſit ac plebegus, 
tamen ts oli obilium erab : i honors cauſa primum d:tus eft ſa- 
\cerdetibus,ac proine nulli monachorum cone: ſſus, ,. inter obeunds 
facra. in Hieronymi vita : that is, though the uſe of linxen garments 
be nyWp a daiyes baſe, and for every common man, y:t iu old time it 
was the wearing of Nobles,and granted to Minifters «t the fiift for 
bonokr,and therefore no Aonk might uſe them, ſaue in divine ſervice, 
mthehife of Hicrome, Beta allo was oi the lame judgement, as 
appeareth by theſe words, Ep. 12. uod /f etiara amplzus libeat in 
res tit as inquirere, dificile non fucrat oftendere, que poſtca diitinfio« 
ni ſervierunt, primum plebeia, ac bulgaria fuille 1, 1fany man pleaſe to 
$2qare further into theſe thing:yit is e/re to ſu2w that things which af+ 
terward ſerved for diſtinflton, Were at the firſt vulgar and common to 
ebery one. Is it enough here tor a Biſhop to cry out of /z{iinefJe & 
ſen:eleſiefſe? Inthe Conſiſtories poore men mult be contented 
to heare ſuch anſ{weres, even from the Biſhops ſervants : but in 
printed bovkes great words willnot goe for payment. Now for 
tac turther clcaring of this poynt, and removing 07 thele 1mpus 
el cations 
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fations from Mr. Cartwright and others, I will here ſet downe 
ccrtaine obſervations of learned Mr. $rizbtman about the mat- 
ter, whole words are theſe. FHierom hath the words youcite, 
lic.1,. adv. Pelzg. p,z16, much urged by Bellzrmine and other Pa. 
piſts for their apparell; and no lefſe vehemently prefied by our 
mcn for ours, but duely confidered without cauſe, The Cane 
al la veſt is, that is, the thite garment, Nie om ſpeaketh of, was no 
peculiar garment of the Miniſters: bur the ordinary cloathin 
of the common people , in former time generally uſed by all, 
and daily, but afterwards onely by hols o! the: berrer fort, 
and upon feſt:vall daies. So A.Gellius. writeth of Aﬀricanus ; 
Eumgque cum efſet reus, neque barbam deftiſJe redere, neque non candie 
aa veite uti, neque fuiſſe ſolits cultu reorum ; that is, That b:,>ben 
he: as arraigned, neither ceaſed to ſhane his beard, nor to uſe any gar= 
ment, but hite ; neither that be Iþas arayed,, as theſe 19 be arraig. 
ned uſe to be. The Embaſſidours of R99des, comming to Rome,, 
Pim ts vette cindid: vifi ſunt; that 15, firſt thry ſhewed themſelues, 
#n White aray : but finding things contrary to :h2ir exp. &.ction, 
they were forced preſently , Feite ſfordida ſumpta, priacipumdoy 
mos circumire , that is, To goe about the Princes houſes in foule at+ 
the; Liv. Dec. 5.1.5.p.254, Yeathe very Mariners and Paſlen« 
ger*, in.a ſhip of Zz yþt, ſ{zeing Auguſtas to palle by, ſhewed 
themlſtlues, Cansidati, coronatique: that is, In vie attive and 
baving crownes on their heads, Sueton. Aug. c. 99. The ſame Au- 
g*itus was angry, Viſa quondam pro contione pullatorum turbs : 
that is, When he ſaw « company in mourning or bl ick apparell in the 
Aſſembly : and therupon made a law , Ne quis puilatorum media 
cobea ſederet, that is, That ns manbaving mourning or black appee 
rell on, ſhould fit in the middle row! of the Stage. Satt. 
Aug C. 40. 44: from thence grew a difference awong. the 
Citizzns , not heard of in former ayes, whereby ſome 
were called candiditi , fome pallat-can1rdati, not Tach as 
ſucd for offices, as in times paſt , but the citizens of berter 
rank:: pullais, the loweſt of the people, and the vulgar mul- 
tiiuie; both from the colour of the garments which they 
uſed. Tutulltan faith of the manumutred ſervants, who up- 
oa their firſt infranchizing, appeared in their gownes, id eft,the 
common veſture of the Citizens, {+ fiamulum tunm libertate 
mutuveris , 7 veſtis albe nitore, © 4arei mult honore, & patront. 
nomime, ac tribu menſzque bonoratur, de reſur. carn. that is, If thor 
eh1n2: the ftate of thy ſervant, by making him free, he u bonaured , 
both With the Whitenz/ſe of garment, the honour of a golaen ting , 
the name of a Putrone, and«lſv lo be of a Tnbe, cr part of rhe 


people, 4n{' With the bonour of the Table, Yea, the Papilts them 
B 3 lelucs 
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ſelues all:dge to this purpoſe , Symeon Metaphraites, as Baroning, 
im the ates of Indes © Domna , where it is faid of the multi- 
wde, Aderent quidem impit candidus & mognificts beſtibus , cele- 
brantes fiftum ſur interitns: ſolus autem Indes atrs indutus veſtibug : 
thatis, Wicked men indeed Were preſent , celel rating the feat of 
their deflrutbion , but Indes alone Was in b/a\k 2tivie. And of Ho- 
nofrius, qui «la veſtimenta induit, that is, Þb9 put ou White appa- 
rcll, leait he ſhould be diſcovered to be a Chriſtian : For the 
devouter Chriſtians began to tk: them. lues ro darker colours, 
as more modeſt and decent; «{pecially after the Monkes once 
b-gan to grew in credit, 2 It is plaine out of Hierom him- 
ſc1 &, that candida teſtis, .t. the Mriite garment, was no garment 
bc longing to the Miniſter alone in divine (crvice; but an ho- 
neſt, decent and cleanly veſture , oppoſed to a foul-, fluttiſh, 
ragged hab.r. For the Pclagians condemned glorious garments, 
as he there ſaith, Fade adjungts gletyim vefiuum & ornamentorum 
Deo eſſe crntrariam © that is, Þence thou addeſt that the glorte of 

arments and orn14ments ts contrary to God: in confutation wher- 
of, hee demandeth : (ne ſunt rogo inimicitia contra Deum , /# 
tunicam babuero mundiorem 2 1d eſt, What enmity againit God is it, 
1 pray you, if 1 haue a White garment ? And then preſently af- 
ter, the words commonly cited : Cavete cerict , cavete monachi, 
bidue, © Virgines : periclitamini , niſs ſordidos ves 4tque pannoſos 
Wulgis aſþexeitt. Turco de hominibus ſacult , quibus aferte bellum 
mauttur, & tutmiciti# contre Peum, fa pretioſis atque nitentibus 
ntantur exuviis; that is, Take Feed ts your ſelues yee.Chrkes , take 
beed yee Monkes, Widdows and Virgins, ye be in ne Bp the 


common feople ſee you in foule and ragged garments. ##ſoy nothing 
of the Lay men of the World , againſt Whoin open Warre and enmt- 
tie doainſt God ts proclaimed , if they uſe any previews and ſhining 
attzre. By which it iscvident,he detended comely honeſt attire, 
fuch as was common to Monkes, Widows, Virgins, & homs- 
#1515 /eruli, 1. Loy men , not proper to any office of the Mini- 

ſter. So un Ecchſ;9.8, expouncing what-candiaa Vefltments, 1. 
I-bite garments be; he faith , Cave ne quande pollutts beſtibus in» 
duaris : populns quippe peceater in veftibus fuftts luxiſſe deſenbitur: 
tu autem tndrere lucem, & non maledittionem Ec. i. Take heed leſt 
at any time thou put en foule apparell ; for the ſinful people rs ſaid 
to baue mourned in dark or tk aitire , but put thou on light and 


wot a carſe. If Candida veſtimenta, i, White garments , ſhould be 
onely Miniſters apparell, then Solomons exhortation 1s onely td 
Miniſters, and they are ghe men he willeth to be merry , and 
alwalc$to hauc on their Surplices , not onely in their Minifte» 
xia!l duty. In his preceps to Nepotivn , ke advilcth thus, " 

pullas 
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pulls 4que devita , ac candides > ornit 18, ut ſorder, parimode fire 
imle ſunt : quia alter um delicias, alterum gloriam redolet ; 1d eſt, 
Avoile black g ments as much as Iphite , trimme and ſordide or foul 
garments, are equally to b+ avoided, for the one ſinells of niceneſſe and 
delica'ie, and the other of ;lovie an4 honour. Would he have wil- 
1:d him to avoide white garments in common life ( for make ir 
a Minifteriall garment, aad then you haue Hieroms counlell 
azaink ir) had they not been uſuall ? In Divine ſervice there- 
fore the Miniſters uſed the white garment of the people : but 
in ordinary life, Hierom thought a meaner CO fitter; and 
ſo ſorae devouter, as Nepottan, and ſuch I:ke praQtifed : though 
others differed nothing, in their ordinary attire , from the peo, 
ple, 3 There was no ſet miniſtring garment in Hizroms time, 
and therfore candid: veftis ; 1. the phite garment, was not ſuch, 
For Celeſtinus,who was not Biſhop till at:er Fieroms death, wri- 
teth thus to the French Biſhops concerning apparell in Divine 
ſervice, among whom this ſuperſtition began to ſpring : Dif< 
cernen1i a plebe vel ceteris , ſumus, dytrins, non veſte : converſatio. 
ne, non habitu; mentis puritate , non culiu;nam fs ſtadere incipia- 
mu novitat, traditam novis a patribus ordjnem calcabimns, & los 
cum ſupervacuts ſuperſtitionibus facteemus. Rades ergo fideliuns 
mentes 4d taliznon debemus inducere, decendt enim patias ſunt quans 
illadendi, Nec imponendum eff eorum oculis , [ed mentiba\ infuns 
dendi prevepta ſunt ; that is, We are to be diſcerned from therome 
198 þ2ople, or others ; by dotrine, not by apparel! ; by converſation, 
not by outward habite ; by purity off minds, not by attire.. For i 
I? begun'to follow noveltte, be Iill b21d thit order Which the ancte 
ent hane preſcribed to us, and omit vain ſuper/eitions ; therfore ee 
ought not to draw th: rule minds of th: Futifall to ſuch things 3 
th:y be rather to betn/trufted then mocked: Wee mui7 tot fetke, at 
juglers, to decetne therr eyes and ferbt, but fill ther minds With in- 
ftrattions. Ixn9w, Muianus Viftorins, in that Nevotian when 
he died b2queathed his garment to Hierom , which he had uſed 
inthe miniſtery of Chriſt { Hier. ad Heliod.) as allo out of £ 
that forem-ntioned place ( in Pelxp. ) thinkes hs hath found 
their albe, planet, camiſin, caſult, 2nd ktnoy7 not what: But Ne - 
pottins gurment was no otherthen hath bzen ſh:wed. Oaecly;as 
he wis 4 man humble, and of modeſt, and m:ancft artire in 
ordinary i.te; foin mutters of his Miniſtery , be was fing,near, 
and magnil:cent. Soltcatics fi niteret altare , [7 parietes abſqae fult- 
give , fs pavinzenta terſt ; 1d eſt, Careful tht the altar Were fir, 
thi Þ ulles Ib:t> 21ut ſmok , the f1nre ſwept, &c, And therforec 
no cdoudt, tn that aGion, arraying himf-!l% , without any notre 
-of price, after the beſt manner of the people, he might-well 
X bequcath 
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bequeath chat garment ro Hirrom, who had it been never ſo 
mean , would have eſteemed it for the donors ſake, Oblerue 
al'o by the way , that Nepottans miniſtring garment was none 
of the Churches goods, but provided at his own coſt, It 18 
obj-&-d alſo that Ste; þ:nus Biſhop of Rome in Cypriens time , 
ordained peculiar miviſtring garments, as 1s recorced by Pg. 
ly4. de inv. lib.6. cep.12, and by F /idroe. Vnto which you may 


| adde Gratian , if you will, de conſecr. diſt. 1. But though Stte 


phanus flouriſhed before Antichriſt was hatched, yet he 15 too 
yorg to bea lawfull Authour of any ſuch garments, Bide, 
who ſeeth not, by that alledged opt of Celeſtine, 160|yeares at 
leaſt after Stephen , that decree of Stephen to be a meer forgerie? 
Was it a novel 'y co bring in any ſuch apparell in Cele/trnes time, 
and yet had preſcription of ſuch antiquity ? Bui the Centurie 
Writers haue «diſcovered the forgeric by many arguments : fo 
that I marvaile any man of learnino ſhould ſeek any ftrengrh 
from ſuch a rotten foundation. Chr;*/teme when he Cib.(Hee 
eſt dignitas veſtra, hec ftabilitas, he: corona, non quia ttnicem ine 
duti candidhſſimam , per Eccleſtam ambulatis, thai is, This is your 
dignity , this is your ſtability , this zs your Crewn, not becauſe ye 
Þitk throngh the Church clad with a very white garment, hom.$;, 
in Mit.)neceſſarily requireth the fame interpretation. For this 
moit white coat, was no other then the better ſort of peoyle did 
uſually wear, as well in other Countries as at Rowe, as bath 
been ſhzwed,by the Embafladurs of Rhodrs, ard th Shipmen 
of ZE2ypt. Oncely the Biſhops in humility,thought it ro ſump. 
ruous for daily uſe, and reſerved it for the time of their 4 ublu k 
funQion. And therfore Simms, a Novation Biſhop, hving 
in Conftancinople, at the ſame time with Chryſeſtame and clo. 
thing himſclfe not onely in his Miniſtery, but tor his ordinary 
ray ment 1n white, was deraandcd by orc, tis nt arixiio img 
xo'xw icy open? XC, Wherfore he worea girment , nt fit or 
con''nient for a Biſhop ? Secr.l.6.8 22. Where it 1s to be ob{cryed, 
Jt was an unwonted garment in ordinary uſe, for B ſhops, not 
for other men: Andunwonted in ordinary uſe, not in Divine 
uſe, in which the Biſhop was allowed, without any grudge,ſuck 
dignity of apparcll, as was then received by men ot bc place, 
Acde hereunto theſe obſervations of M. Brightman: 1 That 
Chryſo;tome every where confoundeth, Yeſtes candidas., ſelen- 
edas, Puras: that is, Putteth white , gorgeous, pure garments one 
for andther : oppoling them 10 ſordide, that is, ſordede, tn Marks 
on," o, ad pop. Ant, 61. 2 That Hierem in the Epitaph of Neps= 


fan ſheweth , that white linnen garments were in thoſe daics, 
one pait of a Souldicrs braue attire. dy pdlitii militis , ſab clamyde 
o 
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bis c114k , or White Imnen, his body Was Warne With a garment made 
of bair. 3 That in his Treatiſe, De ſuſpetto contubernia , he 
maketh ordinary wearing of white , a property of wanton 
yong men, whom he calleth, Comatos, lircteateſque juvbenes, that 


Is, Tong men With buſhes of hair, and Deawig iamen garmmtnts. 


4 Thar in his epiſtle ad Sabintanum, a Monke, he accul.th 
and chiderh him , for this among other things, Amicires linteis, 
that is, Thou att clothed Tit) linnen garments. 

By that time thcte allegations be well conſidered, it will ap 
pear, that Mr Cartwr. anfwer is not filly and ſerſclefſe ( as the 
D-cf. would haue it thougat, becauſe he cannot otherwite con- 
futeit) but Dc. Aſ-rtons cenſure r«ſh and grounaiefſe. But this 
(laith he ) vs 2 betrayin? of t5e th ;1e cauſe. Wiry (o [ pray ? Foy 
if it be lawfull for a Mini/ter to uſe a ſtint habit tn reſpett of an 
haly d:y, thin may ve as L:fulty diftingniſh binſtfe from ethers i4 


re/þe& of an boly aff. Of diſltii:&1on troa, all others by apparel 


neither Mr.Cartw:12 ht, uor yer Hterome , nor C0riſoftame , nor 
any other ancient Writer faith any thing at all So this danger of 
trealon which the Dcf, warncih us of, is a mecrc dreamy or 
Laine imagination. | | - 


SECT. IL. V. VI. VIL VIL IX. X. 


N all the following Scftions, I finde nothing at all but 
crifling Tautologic, mixed ( in all probality ) with tome tu- 
jurious dealing. 


The frenificition of our ceremonies , handled before in the: 


thicd chapter of the G-nerall part, is brought forth againe in 
the fourth S-Ation. 

The refcmblaace which thoy haue to Iewiſh rites , propoun« 
ded here Se. 5, was hanuled before ch.z.tc&. 16. 

Inthe (ixch Sion, the ſame is repeated againe , with ſome 

Irjurie ( I doubt) dong unto Mr. Nec. tor the words there 
broug:bin undea his name doe not found as if they were his. 
How loever, it pertaineth nothing to the main Queſtion , whce 
ther they (tand or fall, ' 

In the {eventh, a queſtion is moved about the authour of the 
Surplice, whether Pope Stephen did firſt appropriate the fame: 
unto Gods worſhip. This Aflcriion is fa:hered upon Mr. Ht., 
apd Mr. Hy. now whatſocver becommeth of Mr. Hi. Mr, Hy. 
ture hath wrong, For the fame man is brought in beforc, 
S<A&.3, avouching that no diſtin& Miniſterial apparell was aa- 
Eicatiy uled, no not in Hijrows og Chryſaſt omes to mbe 
ve 


e&& ermdente lino, corpus ews-culicte tritum feit, that is, Fader. 
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lived after Stephen, and it hath been there declared, rhat there 


was no likelyhood of any ſuch thing to haue been after their 
time. So that howſoever ſome other ſuperſti:ions were of the 


fore-werking of Antichriſt, yet this Babyloniſh garment, - - 


which was the Whores attire, even in the a@ of ber whoredom, - 
was choſen by her {clf, bring now prefent,as was meetadt ſhould, 

The eighth Se@ion 1s about the idolatrous abuſe of the Sur- 
pli-e by the Papiſts : which was handled before ch 4, where it 


thath been ſhewed,, that ſuch a clout as the Surplice 18, . having 
'Iyen upon a plague ſore ſo long asit hath, ought to be ayoided 


[as infeious, 
The ninth $-&ion(by his confe(ſon) is ColeMoorts twice ſod, for 
once we haue been cloyed with the ſame ſtuff. 1.ch.2.5cR.12, 
The tenth and [aft S:&.is nothing cl{: bur a flanting bravado, 
by muſtering all the former Tautologies into one patado.}; 


CHAP 145i IB :$. : 
Bout the Croſſe, there is the more work , by reaſon 
of: the Defendants prepoſtereus dealing. For whereas 
the ſecond commandement was alledged in the 
Abridgment, p.z1, as the main ground of condeme« 

ning all likenefles invented by man for religious uſe, which was 

their firſt proofe of that which;the De<f. mak«th our third ge- 
nerall argument azainſt the Ceremonies : There he would take 
no knowledge of it at all in the right place : bur bringeth it in 
here under the names of Mr, Gf. Mr."Nir. & Mr, Ling. But 
let us take it where we finde 1t, i, and examine his anſwer. The 
argum-nt-is; that the ſecond commandement forbiddeth all ims- 


- ges or ſimilitud's of mans miking for religious uſe; His anlwer 


15, that This a wew piece of Catechiſmne, never h:ar4 of before. And 
that the image or ſimilitude forbilden in the ſecond Commaindement, - 
ts thit on:ly hich is uſed for an out wwd reſemblance and deſtrip- 
tion of the Godhead. I adde unto his words, the particl2 only, 
bur not to his ſenſe : for that mult be his meaning, or elſe hee 
no way contradictth the obj-Aion propounded. Hee himſclfe 
_ addeth it in the next Sefion. Now for this an{wer, 1. I 
would aske him, why (by way of ſcorn) he calleth an ex90- 
ficion of the commandement a PLECE of Catechiſm? Is 
there nothing contained in the commandements b-ſide princi- 
ples of Catechiſme which children are to learn? 1 doubt not 


> toafhrm , that there is more corn under that ſtraw, then hes 


knowcth of. 1 haue ſees 4h end of all-perfeftion ( ith _ 
- but 
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CHAP: 1. 


but thy commindenent is exceeding large. Neither need he be 
aſhamed. to learn ,yet more and more, of any that can help 
him, the meaning of every commandement. I for my part 
make more account of one ſuch a picce of Catechiſm , if by 
good conſequence out of the Scripture it be confirmed,then of 
one'hundred of humane teſtimonics , though they come from 
the moſt ancient DoQors. 2 Why doth he ſay ( 1nd-conrent him- 
ſelfe with ſaying ) chat this Expoſition was never heard of before? 
He could not poſſible but fee tn the Abridgement, which hee 
rofeſſeth ro anſw-r, Bucer,Pirel, Fulk , and Dr. Andrews him= 
ſelfe alledged, as authors of this interpretation, paz. 310, to 
whom many other {1f not all our Divines that haue written 
upon the commandements) might be added, as confenting 
plainly with them, 3 Whar could be more incovfiderate, 
then to affirm, that oxely thoſe images areexcluded in tbe ſerond 
commandement, Whic) mcn erett for repr:ſentation of th: Grabead 2 
The ten commandements are called tex Þords, Exo1 34.28. Dent.1 
A.13, not that there is no more- contained in them, then the! 
very words at the firſt ſi2ht doe make ſh: w of, as this D fen4.] 
ſeemeth ro conceiue : but becauſe the moſt wife Gad, forour! 
od hath compriſed the ſumme of all our duty in very fry | 
words : which therfore muſt of n*cefſity be, not onely gra, 
1. eighty 5 bur allo grabs, i. Dutch childe, containing as 1t 
w-re 1n the womb of one word, many things of moment. Th:s 


- our Saviour teacheth plainly, when he faith , That #he Þhole \ 


Law and Proph:ts hang upon thiſe two Tables, Mit 22.49 + This | 
he ſheweth alſo in his reforming interpretation of the Lav, | 
Aat.5', where in many particular paflages hee expr<fly gaine- | 
ſaycth the Pharif:icall conceit thar this Defend. f.emethto. 


. renew. The ſ1me truth appeareth allo, in that the Decalogue is | 
| uſually in Scripture tiled, Gods Zeftimony and Cobenant , as| 
containing all that is required. Neither 15 there any fin which:;; . 


is not a breach of this Lw, 1 Toh 3.4 Vpon theſe pods | 
it isa rule generally reccived of all, Divines without contra- 
dition: That Omnia mand:ta ſtint Lreviſtme ſynecds: be,qnibur 
muito plura continentur , quam berbts explicetur : that 15, «All the p 
commanements be very ſhort Synecdoches ( by hich a part is put % 
for the Whole fizurettvely) in Which many moe things be contagned 
then be expreſſed in the pords, And this 18 very fitly applyed par- 
ticularly un:o the fecond commandement by Zan:bie, whom 
the Dctend. conſtraineth, as it were by racking , ro ipcak for | 
him in the next Setion. Pr/ra. alto ( of whom the Defend; 
fanth, that hee heib catuobited ws Thell abouc cheſt marrers) gi- | 
yeth this for a cavcat , Captudum me nimis dn2ufte precepta ; ſem- 
C'2 per 
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per iritur in geneve ſhecies omnes, in ſpecie preci» 04 etiam rognate 
perget , &f Fotum genus, that is, Ne muſt take beed , that Iree 


iue not too nerrow an expoſition of the commandements , therfore 
Tos are ever ts underſtand all the particulars under 6r in the generall, 
and in the a<refe or princtpall ſoecres or particular, Ite are to com- 
prebend all the p:rticulars of the ſame knd, aud the Whole genas 
or generall &c.” The evidence of this truth 1s fuch, that 
th: blind I-wes doe ſee jr. For (o is the rule of Phils, 
97 Je us S ext we ayrefty , im 6: Jene Acryor A 
x27, 98 pus 0 exe wo ayreely y 07 0:.99%% Avy x£ ana 
VG phueV £1 a TOY £y "£10& mr? 0 AN ThV yvouo?eo;av &y 7X15 
i6d's Rigna; eyayexDerre ; that is, This Wee 
 e.vht to know, that the tenne Words be cktcfe heads of thoſe Lawes 
wh be in particular deſcribed in the holy Bible, where ever the Law is 
' iven, De decem. ſerm, pag. 523. Much more might be ſaid 
| ro this purpoſe, but this 1s enough to any that hath eares to 
' kearc,, and eyes roſze, Onely , this I will adde, that a great 
| many of the Papiſts are much bcholding tothe Defend, For 
| Durandas in ſent. li.z, d.g.q. 2, with whom many therin con- 
ſent , ſaith plainly , that it is « fooliſh ving, to make any images 
for the repreſentation of the Godaegd: lo that” their imagcs arg 
' Now acquitted x the Det. from all that the ſecond comman« 
| dement hath to ſay azainſt them, 4 Now for the very point, 
| that the ſecond commandement forbidd:th all imzges , or likeneſſes 
' for religious uſe. Firſt, all w.ll-worſhipping of God is forbid= 
| denin this commandemeunt, by the conſent of all Divines, thae 
| are not Popiſh: bur images in rel:igians uſe are worſhip, and 
| znyented by man , are will-wor{hip, as the Def. himſclfe con- 
 fellethp.1, c. 2, ergo. Secondly, the {ignificant cercmonies 
' Which God appotnteth, are to be obſerved by force of this 
. Commandement, or cle by none : but to all thar God appoin= 
red, mans forbidden to ade, by liks appointments, Dert, 12, 
!: JS. Annan enim ia ſemet Eeelelts dicks [2x s £11714 Wanet , quod 
$14510 Uh , bor obſerva ut facias, non addes quicp1am vel de- 
Erabes ? that is, For doth not the Low Ih h Was once given to the 
\ Charch , abide eternill * Woat 1 comman4 thee , that thou ſhalt o0b- 
feruets doe it, thin ſhalt neither 44d: any thing to it , nor take any 
thing from it. Calb. inſt. l. 4.c. 10. f. 17, Thirdly , that var 
pPorſo' waici our S1viour accuſeth, Phariſazcall wafhings,and 
ſach like precepts of men, Auth 15.9. 1s forbidden by the ſe- 
cond commandement : for it was not agiinſt the firſt, by ſet 
|ting up of a nzw God ;; nor agaiaft rh: ihird , by the unlaw- 
Fall manner of exercifing lawfall z; bat a reall and aRuall vain< 
Forlhio : not againſt the fourth, by tranſgreſon in times 
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CHAP. 11. wh 
Much more therfore are human ſignificant Ceremonies uſed by 
th: Miniſter, in his holy fundion, in the preſence of God 
and his congregation , for Gods honour, and the peoples in- 
ſtrugion , vaine worihip azainſt the ſame commandemenr; 
F ucthly, the avoliſhiag otocher Popiſh ceremonies , was by 
yrtue and authoritic of the ſecond commandement: as it 1s 
plaine in images of wood, tone, &c. N:ither will the Defen- 
dant (I think) fzy,but eyen ſult, ſoittle, oyle, 8c. are removed ont 
of ouc worſhip in ob2dience to th (econd commandement : 
otherwiſ: he muſt ſhew ſom? other commandemeat that requi- 
red the abol:thing of them: or elle acknowledge that they were 
unjuſtly cond:mned and rej::d by our Churches, and rather 
ro be recalled with acknowledgement of our raſhneſle and cre 
tor, thea to be reſitzd any longer with difpuates. Now if the 4- 
boliſhing of them be according to the ſecond commandement, 
the retz1ning ofother humane ceremonies of the ſame nature 
with them, muſt needs b:e againſt the fa '£ commandement, 
The received judgement of our divines is fas Yrfine, unto whom 
the D:fendant ſendeth us to bee catechiſed, fayth) that 1n this 
commaundem?nt we are forbidden to bring into the worlhip of 
G ».1 mens inventions. Cultum ab hominth us excogitatuil dut come — 

fi#um. Cultam fictitiam; quem Deus non preſerid/it, ſaperftitionem 
adl:ntem receptis divinis Inventa hamani : thatis, A worſhip in+ 
vented or feign:d by men, a feizntd Þ11ſhis Which God dath not pre- 

ſrtb:d,s [werftition adling hamane inventions to Gods commande- 
weets, Vf. catech.q.o 5. Pertinet enim 41 idololatrians, cum Deun 
verum altjs madis atque ritt9us colimus, quem oſe voluertt, aut Þre- 
feripfrit: that is, Far it belgav*th to 141{11try w52n We Þorſhip the 
true G11by other memnes anirites then b2 Þoull Daxcor watp appoine 
ted. Marc. loc. com. p.191. 


SET. LH. 


N»tn (faith the D-fendant) and Z:nchiz find n3thing forbid- 
len ta the Ccond comm indement, but oneiy the repreſentation of 
God by an }mage anal adoration of any ings 
The croſſe is ſaid ro haue dons marvels, and among other 
things to hauc opzned the eyzs of fome blind men : bur in this 
D-fendant it ſeemerh to hauz wrought a contrary eff-&&,no lefTe 
to be macvelled ar, Fo. ifrhe crof{: had not fealed up his eyes, 
how could hz leok vpon Calvin or Zinchie, and fee no mere of 
their fentence? In the inftirutions of Calvin, thele words are 
faunJ,l.z.c.8.1 17. Fins ſecuntipreceoti cit, ſuperſtitiaſss ritivus 
lkegitiman ſun cultum n18 vils profinari: quare ts ſumma, nos 4 
Cx carnalabus 
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carnali>us 0) ſerbatiunculis,quos ftolida mens neftra,nbi Deum pro ſue 
craſſitie concept ,commintſcr ſole4,tn totum revocat & al ftrabit. (Jnod 
entem eft in hc tranſareſſione craſſiſſimum vittum notat : 1dolel<tri- 
| am externam : that 15, The end ef the ſecond commandement ts, hee 

F hill not haue bi Iat»full wo ſhip prophaned ty ſuperſtitions tes , 

1 | Pherefme the ſumme @, that he calleth us back Molly and draweth us 

ev:y from cernall obſervations,which aur foolfh mind is Wont to ae- 

viſe, then it bath conceived of God, accerdang to It owne groſneſſe. 

And upon Exnd.z0. Samma eft, ſ\iritualem eſſe Det cultum, ut e- 

#us naturg 1c/Þondeat ett enim de tolls verba fects Moſer,dubium ta- 

men nen eft,qumn per ſynecdscben ( /1cut mm tota lege) omnes fittiuss 

cultus dimnet, quos pro ſus ingenio bomines excegitant. Hinc 
enim carnales mixture in Vittando Det cultu,t ce, hat 13, The imme 

#,that the war ſhip of God ts ſptrituall, that ut may be anſwerable to bis 

nature : for though Miſes ſe cak of 1dols, yet there i no doubt but that 

Ly the ferre Synecdoche, whereby ene kind ts put for the reſt, (ain 

the Whole law tf uſual! be condemucth ail feigned Wo ſhips, which men 

| deviſe on their own head, for from the inventions of mens on brameg 
be allthoſe carnall mixtures riſin, Wherely Gods worſhip & defiled, 
Bclide, Calvin referceth all the inftituted worſhip of God unto 
ths ſecond commandement,and at large deſcr:herh' it _all in a- 
bout an hundred pages,that thereby hee might the more fully 
explaine that one commandement: his words are plaine jn 
Devt. 12-4, Totaexterna cultus Dei profeſſio apte ſecundo precepts 
anneAitur : quia exes dependetynic 1180 temdit, quam ad egus obſer ha- 
tionem. that is, The Whole outÞbard profefſion of Gods Wo) flnp is fit. 
ly adieyned to the ſecond commandement; becauſe it dependeth upon it, 

_and tendeth to no other end ten to the obſtibatton of tt. Now if all 
the ceremonies which G.d inſtituted, pertaine to the keeping 
of this commandement, ſurely thole ceremonies which man 
bringeth 10, muſt needs pertatue to the breaking of it. For this 
commandement 1s wholly negatiue 1n regard of mans inſtity- 
tions, 

* Soallo Zanchie, Summa eft(meo quidem indicis) ſecuniiprecepti, 
m exteyno eultu gut Deo debitur, ſtu m ceremonijs, mhil noby eſſe 
ex noſe) o cattte commintſ\endam, neque exrittbw gentilium idolo{a- 
frarum athibendum © fed eo contentss cultu, tjſque ceremontjs eſſe dee 
bere;quas if placuentt proeſcribere,atit pet mittere, /tve ſocramenta, five 

Nv - facriucts, ſive alia ſiera ſuerintuts ſunt temple, altarta, veſtes, vaſaque 

| 8d culfiem externum nec eſſaria; that 1*, The ſammelim nz jndgment) 

bk of the ſecond command: ment ts, that We or gÞt to deviſsnuthing of our 

i &wn head tn the Wgiſh þ which is due to Godor in ceremonies; neuthr 

| orgut Ie fo ufe any of the rites of heathen'ſh Idolaters, but ovoht te 

be contnt With that n'o (hi», and With thoje ceremenies, which it hath 
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pleiſed him to preſcribe,or permit, Whether they be ſacraments or ſicrt- 
fices,or ather holy things, as temples,altars garments, ant veſſels neceſ- 
farie for the out wird Þorſhip, Do red, ),1.c.14. what could any of 
the N-n-conformiſts haue ſayd more fully againſt our cere- 
monies, | 
Then (fayth the D-fendant) away with all art of cmving and 
printing, Then ? Waen? If no 1imag*» of mans inventing be law- 
full in religious uſe,or Gols ſervice ? for this is the obje&ion 
Se&.1. Away(ſay I) with this art of painting arguments in falſe 
colours. For the c1vill art of carving and painting,th-re 1s room 
enough our ef Gods fervice, It is as if the ſellers which Chriſt 
caſt out of the Temple Math. 21. ſhould haue cried our, that all 
buying and ſelling muſt be let, tf1r may not be praiſed in the 
Tem ple. | 
But Grd himſelfe appointed im1ges of Chernbims, Lyons, 7c. in bis 
Tabernacle. To this 1. Zanchie aa{wereth,de red, c;14. Non fartes 
tibi,intellige.ex tus capite, /ine meo expreſſo verbo aut tuſJu. Frg9 non 
preTrivu [hi legem Deus, qyin poſſit juvere fieri im1gines, Prone 
Df viſum fuerit, ſicut poikea jujjit fiert cherubinos,& allis imagines 1 
temple + ſed noabes pref ribit legem generalem, quam nanquam licet 
tranſoredi, ni/t pecultire accedat verbum Dei, ita refellitur inepta ex- 
eep149 ponttfictorum ; Salomon fectt Cherubinos,s in templo poſit: 
er99 & nos poſſumus imagines in templis collocare ; that 15, Thou 
ſh lt not mike to thy ſelfe, underſtend thus : of thy-wIÞn head and de- 
iſe, Ivithout my expreſſe ord or comman4 : therefore God gines not 
aleawto himſelfe,bat that be may comm ind Im res to be made, 4s hee 
thinkes good, as afterw id he commmndedthe Cherubims and other I- 
mages to be made m the temple : but h? hath given us a generall laly, 
I/1h we miy never tranſorefſe, except We have a ſpect:l Word of God: 
ſo the abſurd exception of the Rammifts & confuted : 1, Salomon 
mad: Cheruhims and placed them ia the temple. Therefore We alſo may 
place images in Temples. 2. D. Aſorton antwereth in the prot. ap- 
peale, ca » 27.{e&. 2.out of the Tefuirs themiclues. Paſqnex and 
Atzmrins, who teach, thit the pictures an4images then in teſe ſerved 
for the arniment of the Temple, bub Ipere never appli ed by the Tebbes 
unts boly arſhip. 


SECT. ITh. 


Ere an obje@ion is brouzhrt in, concluding that the crofſe is 
Hs: 45 a ſubſtantiall part of Gods borſhip. To this the De- 
- t-ndantanſ{wereth, out of the gavely Canons which B. 
Bancroft with his Clerg'e framed, concluding 1. That the infent 
6 fally baptiſed before it be cro[Jed,or thongh it be not cro/ſed. 2+ That 
6 | is 
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20 * CHAP. TI. 
it is alſo received into the Charch: Ly baptiſme, 3. That ihe erefſe i 


no fiene of Baptifmme. What ſhall we thi k of this diſputer ? He 
noſe 5 tant :s ad verfaries concluſion thus, The creſſe 6.4. 


ſubitantiall part of Gods wo: ſhip he convawgeth it by laying, 1 


is no part of Baptiſme,nor fgne of B-ptiſme. May it not therefore 
be apart of Gods worſhip 7 yea, way 1t not be an addition te 
bapriſme ? Befide, we are rot to wege by the booke of Ca- 
nons,or by ary verball profcflicn of ceceitfull men, what is an 
addition to Gods worſhip, but by the book of God The Pas 
piſts confeſſe as much in words as our cenvecation dcth, viz. 
thar all che ceremonies which they utc in baptiſme, be fide Geds 
ogwne ordinances,are no necc{iaric parts of the tacrament, but 
rather for ſolemnitie, Thomas Aquinas in ſumma, þ. 3. 9. 66.4r, 
16. Bellarmine alſo is bold, and ſaith, they lie in their throats, 
that ſay the Papiſts hold their ceremonies neceſſarie, d& Miſe, 
l. 2.c.13, yet he muſt be a good friend of the Papiſts that will 
deny them to uſe many ceremonics as fubſtantiall parts cf Gods 
worſhip, and additions unto baptiſme. The truth is, that the 
true outward worſhip of God is an aQion of pictie, wherein we 
giue honour to God 1n rcligious uſe of thoſe certaine meanes 


according to his revealed will. It muſt needs therefore be, thar 
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where cither there is a new meanes added unto thoſe which 
God hath appointed; or a new uſe of the 0}d meanes, that there 
1s an addition made to Gods worſhip, The Papiſts ſalr, fputle, 
oyle, chriſme, &c. being fo many new mcancs uſcd for the ho. 
nor of God, arc ſo many additions alfo to the ſacrament. $9 
likewiſe the croſic,being a new meanes, is a mcere addition. 


CECET. II, 


TT Hat the Defendant may ſecme to give a full anſwer unto 
the miziters abridgement, he catcherh here and there at 
 feme peeces of their words, but weakneth them firſt by diſs 
Placing and dif-joynting. $6 here, whereas in the Abridgement 
tpr topping a mule wherat the croſſes proQtors uſe to make an 
eſcape, viz. that it 1s not uſed untill baptiſme js ended, bring 
this buſh among others,that it  rſually made Wk iles the Drords of 
n/titution are in pronouncing. Now thete words the Defendant 
bringeth in as it their ſcope wer? to prouc the crofſe derogate= 
ry from baprifmc, as he {peaketh in tne title of this ſcion ; or” 
for no <1ſ{t11i@ cvs, but er20,c. as he leaverth them in the obs 
icon ir felte, Bur 1. if he looked upon that place ia the A+ 
bridgement which he quoteth, pag. 41. why did hce not giue 
lome anſwer unto the reftimomes of Calvin, Bullinger, Martyr 
| : \ Polantts, 
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Polangs, Keckerman, Willet, Chemnitius, brought in as witnefting 
that the proper offices of baptiſme are aſcribed by cur Prelates 
unto the Crofie, and that therefore it is to bee condemned? 
2, Why did he not take notice alſo of another reafon, whereby, 
theſame evalion is prevented which theſe words in hand be. - 
long unto , as the firſt by .name, but paſſe ir over in filence ? 
Surely this is but poore difputing, to paſſe by that which 1s the 
ſtrength,and take the hedge where ir is loweſt, Yet let us heare 
his anſwer to this. The ſumme thereof is,that they which do mike 
the ſine of the c:ojſe whil:/t the words of inſtituiton are in pronouns 
cing,de contrary to their direction, and it were our part either to re. 
forme them,or to iz forme the Chinch againſt them, To which Ire 
ply, 1, If they doe it without hook, yer ſeeing that ſometime 
they cannot conveniently crofſe at all, exoe,r chey doe it then, 
becauſe thoſe that hold the children for baptiſme, doe not wil- 
lingly hold them alſo co be croſt ; and ſceing many times they 
intznd thereby ro advance the honor of the croſſe, as alio t2 
croſſe them the more who diflike croſſing, moſt of our Prel2tes 
will hold them excuſed. 2. We doe not {cck to reforme them, 
partly becauſe we are accounted by them as excommunicated 
erſons,and ſo diſabled for that office$ and partly becauſe we 
tee little or no d:fference betwixt crofſing in, and prefently after 
the pronouncing of the words of baptiſme, For as 1s alledyed 
in the abridgement, the whole Liturgie appointed for the admi- 
niſtration of baprtiſme,is the worihip of God,(and in fome ſenſe 
bapriſme) of which the crofle cannot be denied to bee a part ; 
whence 1tis that the convocation it {Elfe ſtileth ir the crofſe in 
baptiſme,Can.zo. So that the D<fend. is ridiculouſly bold in ta- 
king upon him to giue it a new name, in ſpite of the convoca- 
tion, calling itin the very title of his book, the croffe after 4x 
tiſme. 3.1f we did eſteeme it a thing fit to be brought 1n queſti« 
on, yet wee need nor infexme the Church. or congregation 
whereto ſuch a miniſter belongeth, for it is ſufficiently knowne 
there. Andifthe D-fendant meaneth by his Church the Bi- 
ſhops Chancelor, or the Biſhop hiwſclfec, then we anſwer, that 
we acknowledge no ſuch Church ro bee of Gods making. Be. 
fide they haue Church werens, and Side» men their ſworne (I © 
right lay forſworne) ſervants, of whom they may and ought 
to be informed of tuch abuſes. They inquire of thoſe firnple 
men,and that upon their oathes, concerning many trifl.s, and 
{omerime of ſuch things as they cannor poſſibly know. As for 
cxample,one Biſhop laicly had this for one article ro bee inqui- 
red on of the Church-wardeus, Whether thits Aſinifters dgd cx- 
pound the ſcriptures «ccording to the interpretation of the ancacnt Fas 
D $bers, 
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thers,or n8, It were more agreeable to make this an article of 
inquiſition about the right time of croſſing, which thoſe poere 
men could much better anſwer, then ſuch queſtions as the 
former 1s. 


SECT... Y. 


Ere two poſitions are alledged out of the Abridgement, 
brought in there to ſhew that the placing of the crofle af- 

cer the ation of baptiſme, doth not free it from being e- 
ſteemed a part of Gods worſhip : but by the Defendant applied 
unto the proofe of another concluſion, The firſt ſtanderh thus 
in the Abcidgment,' Sy thi reaſon it may 45 well be dented, that 
w45 made a part "f Gods worſhip wn popiſh baptiſm, ſeing they uſe it be« 
fore the very att of baptiſing, as Ive uſe it after Þ+ 41+ 42. The other 
15 intheſe words, Toe uſmg of it after baptiſme is worſe then if is 
Ivere uſed before. For it givet) occaſion to revine that error, 
Dich Tertullian, Cyprian and Ambroſe held of it, who uſed it in 
the confirming of thoſe Which vere firit one becauſe thty thought 
that what Ibas begun Ly baptiſme, Was to bee conſummate and made 
perfett by it. Now to all this the D-fendant anſwereth nothing 
at all; but relleth us, :. That the Fathers uſed the Croſſe immediat- 
ly before baptiſme,and ſo the Papiſts alſo, in a Wo91/e manner : but our 
Church after eget bp ſaying over againe that which 15 oppoſed. 
2. He complaineth that eur Church ts calumniouſly traduced as worſe 
then tne Popifh ; wheras in the Abridgment there is no ſuch com- 
. pariſon made of our Church and the Popiſh, nor yet of our 
croſſing and theirs,conſidered in all the circumſtances of it : but 
onely of croſling before,and crofling after ceteris paribus, 3. He 
ſpeaketh of our reaſou taken from the ſuperſtitious opinion of Ro- 
miſts concerning eonfirmation : whereas in the poſition there is no 
mention made atall of Popiſh confirmation. 4. He declareth 
the doftrine of our Church concerning confirmation, viz. that 
-8t 15 onely a calling of the baptiſed to a perſuniil profeſſion of thei 
faith. Which though it be nothing to the purpoſe, yer ſeemeth 
evidently talle. Forit is well knowne that ſome which haue 
often been at the communion,are after confirmed. Nay lately, 
a Doctor of Divinitic,and Arch-deacon, was ſo wile, as to offer 
himſelte unto the Biſhop to be confirmed, and the Biſhop was 
fo wile as 50 beſtow it Upon him. I hope his profc (ſion was 
knowne before: there was ſurely ſomewhat clſe in the winde. 
B-ſide, why is 1t, that onely Biſhops can confirme ? can none 
butchey call men to the conteflion of their faith ? There is ne- 
ver a School-dame which tcachcth the Primer, wherein our ca. 


techiſmes 
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techiſm is c6tained, but ſhe can cal her ſcholers to as good a pro- 
feſlion of their faith,as the Biſhops require. 5. He telleth ns,that 
our Church hath placed the crojſe - Baptiſm,to remone the ſuperſtt- 
tious opinion of the Pupiſts,which uſed it before. In which athcma- 
tion there wanteth both reaſon and allo truth. Reaſon, becaule 
the ſuperſtition of the crofle doth not coafiſt in placing before, 
neither can it be removed by placing atter, any more then the 
Altar of Damaſcus, which was placed on the North-lide of the 
the Lords Altar, z» Feg.16.14. was therefore idolatrous becauſe 
it was on the North (de, or could haue been purged from ido- 
latry if ic ſhoula hauc been placed more Southerly. Truth alſo 
ſcemeth ro be wanting : becauſe the Papiſts uſe rhe crofſe nor 
onely beforc,bur alſo atter the at ot baptiſme. For as Bellarmine 
witneſſcth, de baptiſca- c. 27. the Popiſh chriſme is adminiſtred 
reſently after bapuſme, not in the forchead, as in confirmation, 
R347 the crowne of the head, Now chriſme is annoynting in 
forme of acrolle, Bell. de confirm. c.8. ſo that the removall of 
the ſuperſtition which the Defendant ſpeaketh of (lo farre as it 
concerneth the crofſc in it (elfe) is no further then from the 
crowne of the head co the forehead, which ina little child eſpe- 
cially is a very little way. The zeale of Gods houſe which was 
ig our Saviour, led him to.whip and driue prophane things 
quite out of the courtof the Temple, [oþ.2.17. It cauſed Hoe 
alſo not onely to caſt idolatrous veſſcls out of the templ-, bur 
alſo ro bura them withour Ieruſalem,in the ficlds of Kedron, & 
to carry the powder of them into B:thel, 2.Feg-23. 4. 1t the like | 
zeale were in our Biſhops,we ſhould not heare them thus to talk 
of remouing ſuperfticion from before baptiſm,and bringing of 1c 
aftcr, as of a great reformation. 6, He willeth us to compare this 
alteration and our obietfion concerning confirmation together , and 
then diſpute, Þhether an error in baptiſme be not ncerer wnto the cor- 
rupting af the ſacrament of baptiſme,then to the carrupting of the dg - 
ftrane of confirmation, Whz:h x5 out of baptiſme :. a5 @ Wound in the 
head more gndangereth the brazue, then if it be in the beele. Ja all 
which words it there be eicher head or heele of any reaſon ap- 
PESTA4ing to the preſent purpoſe, it paſſcih the reach of my 
raine., For 1. the objcQion was not concerning confirmation, 
but concerning the exronjous conceit that Izd fume Fathers to 
confirme with the.croſle,, 2. It: maketh no more; crcor.1n bap- 
tiſme to croſle before it, then to croſle after it. 3. Therewas no 
compariſon at all betwixt corrupting of baptiſme, and cortup- 
ting of confirmation : Bur the croſle is affirmed to corrupt 
both. 4. What lence or proporiuon 1s this? 4s « Pornd in the 
D 2 "bead 
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"1,14 doth more indanger the braine then if it be in the heel, ſo an eryoy 
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in baptiſne doth more burt unto baptiſme then unto confirmation, 


SECT. 'VL. 


Ow th» D:fendant (according to his owne method) tur- 

neth back ,and reciteth one ot the firſt reaſons which in 

the Abridgement is brought ro proue that the crofle is an 

addition to bapriſme, viz b2caule it is uſed as 4 ſrgne and token of 

the profeſſion the child muſt mike, and of the ſyiritaall combat that it 

muſt fight, Which is one proper uſe aud end to Which baptiſme doth 
ſerve. and for which it was orduined, 

His anſwer is as befcrz, not by derying any part of the rea- 

ſon,but by ſaying ſomething about the figniftying which is in 

baptiſme,an4 that which is 1n the crofle. Ziptiſme (ſayth he) js 


a ſione betwixt man and God : but the croſſe is onely « ſione Lettixt 


particalar men, Viz. betIbixt the members of the Church, aud the 
Church it felfe. Beſides ,baptiſme 1s a ſr2ne of regeneration : but the 
croſſe is a figne of conſtant profeſſion of” Chriſtianitie. But 1, why 
is nothing anſwered to the many teſtimonies which are brought 
in,averring that which is attributed to the crofle, to be proper 
unto baptiſm2? 2, Sacraments are not onely ſignes betwixe 
God and man, bur alſo betwixt man and man ; as betwixt fa- 
thers and their children, Exod. 12.26.27, they are as tokens up= 
on our hands, and frontlets betwixt our cyes, to teſtifle our 
profe(liou unto all that ſee them, or know of them, Exod.13.9, 
This was ſo in the ſacraments ofthe old teſtament,and dare any 
deny it of thoſe which are in the new ? Hooker was not fo for= 

etfull : for he ſayth plainly of the ſacraments, they are the 
Titre of our profeſſion, which 1s the language of Scripture, uſed 
by all good divines, 3. It 1s alſo inconſiderate, that he faith, The 
cro/]e doth ſ;gniſie betwixt the Church an1 the members of it ; for as 
the ſacraments doe {ignifie our profefiion to all beholders, whe- 
ther within or without the Church, ſo alſo doth the crofle ; and. 
the beſt uſe it ever had, was in reſp:& of the heachen withour 
the Church, 4. 1f baptiſme be a ſigne of all regeneration,then of 
all thatis good and holy even in the outward man, 1.7heſ5.23, 
and ſo of our conſtant profcfhon alſo, Laſtly,the Apoſtles pro- 
feſſed their faith, IT hope,as perfeAly as any of them that croſſe 
and crofſe againe,without any ſuch mockerie : and fo doe thou. ' 
{ands at this day : to ſay nothing how the crofſe now is become 
in part a profefſion of Poperic,as Greg orie Martine in his treatiſe 
of Schiſmes ſheweth, 


SECT. 


SECT, VIL 


T is alledged alſo in the Abridgement, that the leaf? Canons doe 
1ffirme,that the child © dedicated to the ſervice of Chriſt, Can. 30. 
Whereto the Defendant 1. confeſling , that this word is of 
doubtfull ambigaitz: fayth, that be ſhould be of thoſe cleane creatures 
Which divide th: hoofe and chew the cud,aiftinguiſhing the ſence of it, 
Wiecre, to paſſe by his da]lying with Scripture phraſes, becauſe 
that is the ordinary ornament of many of our Prelates 2nd pre- 
laticall mens diſcourſes, what cleanneſſe was in thoſe creatures 
which being aſſembled (in outward ſhew) to provide for the 
eace of the Church, by reforming of abuſes, and clearing of 
doubts, which had bred diflention, deviſed a new phraſe, more 
opiſh then any that was formerly found in any of our Canons, 
*;."87-"— ok ſervice orders, about the croſſc> Was it th:ir office 
to tic knots, that other may difſolue them by quaint diſtini- 
ons ? or to provide pills for to try our teeth in the chewing of 
them. 2. He helpeth us with a diſtinftion at a dead lifr, viz. 
Dedic ition is either decleratiue, by way of proteſtation : or elſe conſe« 
eratine, by conſecration. So a Chappell or Church is dedicated declars- 
tively by the vow and promiſe of him that built it : but it is confecra- ) 
tiuely dedicated by the B:!ſhoþs prayers, and other religions riter. And 
thas a child 45 dedicated by conſecration, throngh Bapliſine : bu 
by de-lwation through the gi of the Croſſe. And is this all the 
help? he can doe us? Surcly the poore men that make conſci. 
ence of their praQtiſe in this kinde, may chew and chew againe 
upon theſe morſ-ls,even till their gummes ake, cre they ſhall 
know how to digeft then : For tr. to dedicate and to conſecrate are 
all one. To diſtinguiſh therfore dedication into declaration and 
conſecration, is nothing elſe bur to diftribure dedicition into de. 
cliration and dedication. 2. Does not the Biſhops ſolemuitics 
more declare the dedication of a Church or Chappell, then the 
builders vow or promiſe, which may be privat? 3 For the con- 
ſecrating of Churches by Biſhops, I woul:l faine know upon 
what ground, or with what meaning it is uled, Godly Barcer, - 
who went as tenderly over our fervice-booke as hee poſſibly - 
could, condemneth notwithſtanding fuch confecration of crea- 
tures, Cenſar.c.g. &* 16, It it be good in Churches, why is it ngt.. 
uſed in Surplices,and other like veſſels ? Is not the worſhip c- 
very way as good which is done in a Church unconſecrated, as 
that which is prepared by conſecration ? It yea, then conſecra + 
tion is idle, and to be reietzd : If no,then what ſhall wee fay ro 
that worſhip which the Apoſtles did uſe in houſes > This is Bu- 
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cers reaſon, c16, Adalbetus Biſhop of Prage, who lived in the 
| time of Otto the ſecond, and Benedict the ſeventh was 
4 choſen Biſhop by the peopl: ( where by the way popular 
F el:tion of Bilhops is to be nored to hane been continued a long 
time in ſome places ) and being c1.ted,, he behaved himſclte 
like atrue Paſtcr, r.ot ||k: one of our Lordly Biſhops, Net! 
Þ plus nots propria domuz , quam ll, Fanefos nome, & inqua parte 
cubaret infirmus, aut quot cafita reaiviva falus lite, quot fatals ko 

r1 mitterct [eto , that 18, ns man knew his own bouſe better then hee 
knew it : I--, Ly Trhat name the ftc k man Itas called , 1m Bhat part 
| #f the honſe the ſicke mm lty , how many Were reſtored to health , 
"how mmny dye1. Which I note allo obater, 1. by the Fay, to ſliw 
how like our Biſhops are unto thoſe good Biſhops that li» 
7 vedeven in declining and dark times. Afterward, he found 
| his people refra&aric, and. therfore would be their Biſhop no 
| longer, It was not honour and wealth that tied him to a 
| Biſhoprick, or could make him aſpire and clime from a meaner 
Biſhoprick unto a greater , which is our Prelats open praQiſe, 
Afterthis, Rogatus idem a monachs., qui im monte Caſſino ad Be« 

nedifls regalam Yivebant , ut ſecum manere vellet, quia Epiſcopus 

cum efſet , eorum'Fecleſtas ſacrare poſſet , reſponaiſſe fertar utruns 

me hominem vel aſſjnum putatts , ut cum amota filtorum cura, Epiſ. 

cops eſſe deſiſterem , nunc ſub nomine Epiſc opt, veitras domos con- 

fecrarem : that is, Being defired of the Monkes , ths lived after 

the order of Bencditt in the Caſſine mountaine, that he ould ſtay 

Iith them, becauſe he being a Biſhap might conſecrate their Churches: 

hee is ſaid to hane piven this anſwer ; Whether doe yee bold me to be 

a man or an Aſſe ; that afier 1 baue given over to bea Biſhop, 

baving put aw:y the care of children, I ſhould now under the name 

of a Bſ19þ conjecrate your houſes * Hee thought ita Work fit far 

=210 man, bnt «n Aſſe, under the name of a biſhop, to conſecrate Chap | 

pels and Churches. Coſmas , Pragenſss decanus, coaquevus, auttor RK 

gjus bite { 6, & 7. 45 

/ 4 Laltly, doth not Baptiſm declare the conſecration of a ; 

'child untoghe [ſervice of Chriſt? It jtdoth, as all Chriſtiang 

{that unferjtand their Baptiſm know it doth-+then the Defend, 

[taih made a aire diſtinguiſhing , to proue that which is 1n the 3 

Abridgment intended, bj%. That that Which belongeth to Baptiſm 

w 4ſc;ived tothe Croſſe. | a 
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N the eight Scion there is nothing found , but that which 
the Deicud, hunſcite confelleth ro bee a ncedlefſe repett- 
| ; tion 
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tion of that which hath been formerly handled more then 
Once. 
| In the ninth it is queſtioned, Whether croſſing upon the breaſt 
(which is the manner of Papiſts) be not as luwfull,as croſſing up= 
on the fore head? Here 1 the Def. ſlighteth the, Non-confor- 
miſts, as being unfit Advocates to plead our cauſe againſt 
the Papiſts. Where,if hee meaneth by our cauſe, the Ceremo« 
nies, and Hierarchicall government, I grant that he ſaith: and 
adde alſo,that all Fnglind doth not aftoord Advocates, who can 
otherwiſe defend that cauſe againſt the Papiſts,. then by plead- 
ing that their corruptions arc 1n many re{petts worfe then ours, 
and that therefore all Arg:1ments which condemn theirs doe 
not ſo direaly and immediately pertain to ours, though ſome 
doe. But if he mean by our cauſe , the common caute of refore 
med Churches, I doubt not to fiy ( without any detratction 
from Dr. Morton, who ( betore he was Biſhop) did good fer- 
vice in his kinde this way ) that not onely Dr. Fuike Dr. Rey- 
nolds, Dr. Whitakers, and ſuch other, no favourers or Patrones 
of theſe corruptions, but alſo M. CartIÞ-4g9t,and alſo Mr. Bigbt- 
man, who was one of the Miniſters who are thus ſighted, were 
(to ſay no more) as able Advocates of our caule again(t the 
Papiſts, as any Biſhops in England,and ſo hauec declared theras 
ſclues ro be by their learned writings, 2 He giveth this dif- 
ference, That our cro/Jing ts With Iords of interpretation : but the 
Paviſts, When they croſſe, doe not uſe to manifeſt their meaning. To 
4 which I anſwer,ficſt, that it is therefore the more facramentall,_ 
the word being added unto the outward (igne : ſecondly, that 
theriore our crofic is not the fathers crolle, who never added 
: any word unto it, as M. Pergins ſh:weth, 7: pro!l:m.de fio-cru- 
cts; thirdly, that therforc ailo it 1s ſuperfluous, according as 
the common plea is againſt images, if they teach not withour 
words aided : Poterit id abſque tus commod:us fiert: the Words can 
teach better Irit)out them : fourthly, belide, the Papiſts in divers 
p ot their {ol:mn croflings, haue as good declarations of their 
: meaning as we. 


fr 


= 
. * = 


Y [a the ſecond place the Def-nid. granteth that croſſing of 
breaſts Where people are fully inſtruct, cannot bee juſily excepted 


724iaſt : as if the more men were inſtruted,the more uſe there 
w-re of crofſcs.! Or as 1f our people generally were {ully in- 
ſtruted abour the crofle in, Brptifine! Bu: what need more 
words? W- ſce that uſyall croffiag ot any part of the body is 
now defended, and contef]:d to be jullifed by our crofling, 
, Are not the Papiſts (think you ) beholling 10 our Ceremos 
nies , aid their Detcaders ? 2% (faith the Def. ) jr i more ſafe 
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unto ſome Citie , then to be left unto his own collefftton out of the 


pidurs plicing, True: But if a paſſenger hath his way written ' 
- unto ay Citie , what helpeth it ro have an ill-favored miſha. 


pea picture of that Citie, or the way to it pourtrayed upon 
the pillar? Now this is ourcale , we haue the way to heaven 
deſcribed ſufficiently by him that 1s Light and Truth it ſelfe ; 
what uſe then of a dark untoware crofle picture, which cane 
not be perceived neither, without a proſpeQtive glaſſe , which 


alſo xxt74.be fetched from the Prelats ſhop. Beſide, if a man 


h3th his direQion once in writing, a ſign may ſuffice to remems 
ber him of it, without ary new writing upon it. 


SECT, X. XI. 


T length we are come to the originall author of the 

A cone Wee ſay that Yalentinns Iras the firſt that avy re» 
 tords dse menticn , to hare advanced, or given credit aud bo« 

non to the Croſſe, Ir.l.1,c.1. The Defend. anſwereth, firſt, that 
Ireneus relating Valentinus his hereſte, make! h no mention at oll, efther 
of the Wood, or of the ſign of the Croſſe, but onely of the perſe. 


- eutjon of Chriſtians, for thename of Chriſt. Which he proverth 


by two arguments: 1 That Chrifts Bords hich Valentizus allecged 
meen nothing elſe but ſuffering of perſecution : 2 That Yalentimns 
meketh his Croſſe a fanne , Which can /ignifie nothing elſe but perſe. 
eution. Now tor the clearing of this point, conſider: 1, That 


-this Defend. can bring none more ancient then this blaſphe. 


mous heretick, Yclentinns , that maketh any honourable men- 
rion of the ſign of the Croffſe. 2 That this hereticke did af. 
cribe the ſame vertuc tothe Crofle which our Prelats doe, viz. 
that conſurmat & ſtabilit, i. confirmeth and ſtablſheh: it 1s tor 
conſtant profeſſion. 3 That he alledgeth the ſame Scriptures 
tor his croſſe, which our Prelarts doe or can for theirs. 4 That 
Treneus affirmeth of the followers of Yalentinus, Baſilides @* 
Gnoftici, that they uſed images, picures and fignes of thoſe 
things which they taught and profeſſed, By theſe confiderati. 
ons 1t will appear more then probable, thar this devilith heres 
tick was the hrſt adyancer of this [uperſttious fign. 5 Our 
Writers allo who deal with the Papiſts about this queſtion, are 
of the ſame judgment, Dr. Falke againſt Brijtow Math. 45 
againſt Rhem, Lux. 24, againſt Sand. of Imag. c. 173, Rejornd. 
2vainſt Mart, art, 1, p.137. art. 4-161, art.5. 167, Dr. Will. de 
eruce, it.z. 6 The reaſons which the Def, alledgerh to the 
Contrary, arc no better then if a man ſhould lay , the Popes of 
| Rome 


a reade Written on a pillar the Way be ſeeketh to. find 
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&c. which cannor ſizoific any ſuch thing as the Popes Supre» 
macie : erg9, the Popes of Rome mean nothing lefle, by their 
lupremacie, then an univerſail Monarchicall power over all 
th: Church of Ciriſt. But (f{aich rhe Detend. ) Pulcatmas ma- 
keth no mention, either of the 99d, or of the /1gne of the Croſſe. 
No doth ? Whar then is the meaning of thele words of his, 
which Ir,en2u5 quotcth, {.2.5.42, Ibſe habitns cructs fines & ſums 
mitates habet quinque , duos in longitudinem , & duos tn lititudts 
pem , & unum tn medio, ub1 requeſcit qui clays affigituy ? that is, 
The very habite of the Cro/ſe hath fine cnt, or betgthes two in leagth, 
two in breadth, and one in the midſt, Woere it refte.þ,Which 15 faftened 
Tb naytes. Wacrout itis apparant, that Falentins did nor one- 
ly make mention of the tigure of the Crotle, bur alſo of ſuch 
a figure as { being the right by Irene his approbation ) doth 
ſhew , that our Croiters both Pooh , and Engiith , doe bue 
mock the {imple people, by tciling them that they make the 
figure of tiſc Croſſe, whenthey doe not make ivo ends of it 
long-waics, and two fide waies, with one an ih: midſt, but 
as it plealeth them ro tyrn their hiogers. But yet [rents (lauh 
our Def. ) doth plainly juſtifre the ſayings of Valentinus concaning 
the crofſe, calling them bene difta : 1 Well ſayd. What ſhould a 
man fay to this perverlenefle ? Ireners acknowledgeth rhe 
words of Scripture, waich the vile heretick appiicd unto his 
croſſe, to be good ſy ings, but ilt applyed : therfore Irenems jus 
tified the fayings of the heretick. As 1t all Chriſtians that con» 
fell: the Scriptures to be true, which Papiſts apply totheir abo+ 
minations, did therfore juſtihe the abominations of Papiſts, 
Where was conſcience, or conlideraiton, when ſuck realons as 
thele, did fall from D. Adoitons pence ? 


SECT. ALL 


; þ- is alledged alſo out of the Centuriſts, that Aſontannt 4 - : 


grand heretuk,, Was the firit countenancer of the frone of we 
Crofſe among Chriſttans , as may probably be gathered out of 
Tertul. de coron. milit. c. 3.0 4, to which the Def. an{wereth 
two things; 1 Thar 7ertillimn there make: mentz9u 9f tht ces 


J P 


_ 
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Rome alledge for their Supremacy, Peters keyer, Peters feeding, 
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remontes uſed before ATantanus Tas born; 2 {bi /20foever Ipas 


the fatber of tve Crojſe, the mother certain'y as en honeſt Woman , 
V1z. the ancient Church of Chriit ; and that ts ſufficunt for us 8 
know. To the ficit of which I reply ; 1 That thoimzk fome 
other Ceremonies , more ancicnt, be mentioned; yet Afonts- 
21 may v2 thc hit countenancer of this. For hercticks uſed 
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to reteyn ſome old things , that they may more eaſily bring in 
their own additions. 2 It is not denyed neither, bur that the 
Croſſe was more ancient then AMontanus: for Valentin (as for. 
merly was alledged) made much account of it. But Aontanus 
was an heretick farre more crafty then Falentine, and fo could 
better promote the credit of ſuch arite in the Church then the 
other. 3 The Defendant can ſhew no honourable mention of 
the Croſſe in any Author, more ancient then Tertulltm, who 
at this time when he ſpake of ir, was a diſciple of the heretick 
Montanns, except it be Yalentinus, of whom he is aſhamed. 
4 Not onely Mr. Hy. and the Centurie-writers, but alſo ma- 
ny other of our Divines, doe giue this credit unto Montanus, 
viz. Hamelman, Criſpin, Chemnitius, Mr. Dearing, Dr. Whitakers , 
Dr. Fulk , Dr. Sutlife, and Mr. Perkins , as Mr. Parker ſheweth, 
Part. 2, p.229. | 
Now to the ſecond anſwer, that the ancient Church That an ho. 
ne mother of the Croſſe. 1 haue thisto ſay: 1 That ſhee was 
too honeſt to be ſo abuſed by the bringers in of ſuch ſuperſti- 
tions, whoſoever they were. 2 That the chaſt Spoule of Chriſt 
was no mother of any croſſe untill ſhee had loſt ſomething of 
her firſt loue,Fev. 2.4, and that ſuch garments as the Crofle is, 
was part of her light wantonnefſe wherwith ſhe began after- 
ward to diſcredit her chaſte Virginity. 3 That the morherin 
of mylticall Ceremonies uponithe ancient Church, is no uf: 
ficient plea for them : becauſe, ſhe ought ro be no mother of 
any children, ſaue onely thoſe which are begotren by the 
1mmortall ſeed of the Word of God, 1 Pet.1. 23, | | 
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Fr Canons 4lſs coufeſſe , thit it is the meanin? of the Church 
():; England , that the crofſe ſh1uld be eftkeemed and uſed With 
us , as it was by the fathers of the Primitize Church : and it 

js ell known , th4t ſundry of them put great hiline/f init, and 
Irot of it very ſaperſtitiouſly, ab4/in7 it as ſuperititionſly as the 
rankeſt Pupiits , ſaving thit they di1 not beſtow divine Þor(bip upon 
8!. To this the D-fead, anſ{yereth, 1 Titi is all oneto ſay that 
the fathers abuſed the crofſe as ſuperſtitiauſly as the rankeſt Pupiits , 
ſaving that they did not beitow divine Worſhnp upon it : as if be ſhould 
accuſe an? to bee as rank? a traytor as any rebell, ſaving thit be ae« 
knwledgeth his due obedience unto the King. Wazrin this audaci- 
ous Detend. doubteth not to defend all the uſes or abuſes of 
the crofſe among Papiſts, ſaving onely that they beſtow Dis 
Vine worſhip upon it, For mea therfore in a religious opinion 
co 
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to croſſe themſclues, at their going forth, their comming in, 
their lying down , their rifing up, when they waſh or fir, when 
they =o or uncloath; with the croſſe alſo to conſecrate the 
water of Bipriſm, and the Lords Bodie in the Supper, hold- 
ing it neceſſary to the being of a Sacrament; nay, to uſe it for 
conjuring of devils, and working of miracles, with ſuch 
other prety tricks; all this, Iſay now, in our Convocations 
and Defendants judgement , are found lawfull , and free from 
all ſuperſtition. What then ſhould I write upon their dores, but 
Lord baue mercy upon them ? 

2 In the next place it is anſwered by the Def. that owr prin- 
cipall Divines, Chemnitins, Zanwic, Martyr, Tewel, Zevperns, and 
Prikins, bane jnitified te ancient Churches in the uſe of the crofſe, 
But firſt of all, whatſoever in any of our judicious and fin- 
cere Divincs is found that ſoundeth any way to the favouring 
of the fathers croſle , it is ſpoken in compariſon of the Papiſts / 
croſle : ſo that for a man to conclude thus, our Divines ſay, 
that the fathers croſſe has better then the Papiſts , tiverfore it was 

00d: is all one, as to ſay, that it is good to meet a bear robbed of! 
ver whelpes ; becauſe Solomon ſaith, that that zs bttter then to meet i 
« fool in bis folly. Secondly, if ſome of our Divines,in excuſe/ 
ot the fathers praiſe, haue uſed very favourabl: words, this is 
not ſufficient for the Convocations allowance., or for the De- 
fendants alledging of them,as approving all that the Papiſts doe 
with their crofles, ſaving their worſhipping of them. Third= 
iYs for the Divines alledged, though Chempmittus did ſometime 
ſpeak too ſparingly againſt 1mages, as is to be ſeen it. "is com 
mon- places upon the firſt commandement; yet there is nothing 
here alledged out of him by the Defendant, which can juſtific 
all the Fathers uſe of crofles. And as for the collc&ion which 
the Defend. maketh out of his words, »12. that tbere caunat Lee 
the like ſuperſtition tn the croſſe tranſrent , wbich there may bein the 
permanent, it is evidently falſe, For the Papiſts, Swaret, Bel-! 
larmine, and others, doe cxprefly conftefſe, that the tranſient 
crolle is and ought to-be worſhipped, as well and as highly as 
the permanent : and the trranſicnt acriall crofſe, 1s alwaies art 
hand, like a pickpurſe , or a familiar ſpirit to ferue all ſaper= 
ſtitious turnes. Zanchie 18 much abuſed by the Defend. for hee, 
1a the place alledged , de Redemp. p. 366, theweth plainly, that! 
he d1d not approue of the Fathers crcofiing, For firſt,he ſauthgthac 
thoſe things, which are read inthe Fathers aboutit, they are 
not , #/que adeo mala ; ſo evill «ltegetber as the Pajpiſts prattife. Se- 
condly, of thoſe crofſings vvhich he calleth tolerable, and lan: 
deble ; he addeth. 4 guibas in preſentia abſtinendum ownino of 1 
K 2 We 
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' We muſt now 4itogether ab/tain from them, and that now fter "oy 


abuſe they are to be taken away according to the example of Heauhiah, 
Thirdly, he is bold to :ffirme, that one cauſe vihich moyed 
the Fathers to croſſe themſelues, y vas xzxetrn's an runmurante- 
ble offeftion of imitating tve lewes : Yea, that Conſtentimes own 
prattiſe about the troſfſe caunot wholly be approved. Peter Martyr 
hath the very ſame vvords vvith Z:nche: Vi2; that one cauſe of 


the fathers croſſiog vvas their zevef1>"a mnmicall follovving: 


of rhe Ievves, Loc. com. þ 2%. Lepperns faih plainly, nor 


” onely of ihe Croſſe , but allo of all ſuch Ceremonies added 


by men unto the Sacraments, that they are the iced of jdola- 
try and ſuperſtition, {.1.c.10. Mr. Perkins vvas not afraid ro 
affirm, that Feteres fins crucis muniri animam direbant , vol ex 
ſenten't# Montan , vel dubatanter : Tre antient Futhirs uſed the 
croſſe , either in the ſenſe Which Aſontauus an beretick bronugit ins 
67 &lſe doubtfully , Protl. de cruce- 


, SECT. XIILIL 


Or confutation of us about the crofle, our Def. h:th no- 
thing to bring, but the judgment of Biſhop Jemel, viho 
though he vvas a jevvell indeed among many others moſt 
orient, yet vvas hee a Biſhop, and an Engliih Bithop, What a 
poor confutation is this ? If he could notvvithſtarding ſhevy, 
thatey:n B.Jewel commended this ceremonic, or urged it unto 


. rhe flencing of Gods Miniſters for wot contormirg unto it, 


then the alledging of his authority might be pardoned in a 
cauſe that is torſaken of better proofes. Bat even B.fewel ,, ig 
brought in heer ſpeaking nothing to our queſtion : 1 Hee ape 
proveth (ſaith the Def.) of the /izn of the croſſeas it is a fgonificant 
toren in banners ; but you Bill n9t abide it in baptiſm. A goodly 
conſequence : wharloever 1s tolerable in Souldiers flagges, or 
colours, that is good to be uſed in Baptiſme. 2 Hee «lloweth 
tne ancient uſe of it tm Biptiſm , notwithſtanding the Romiſh abuſe 
therof': but you Would haut it for that cauſe aboliſh!d, Which is 
neith-r ſo, norfo: For he haih not one word of Baptiſm ; 
nor of allowance ( even out of Baptiſm) in religious worſhip 
and it h: had, yet the Defend, might conſider, that Hezekig 
Was in the ſame herelie with us 1n this difference 2 for hee als 
lowed of the ancient uſe of the brazen ſerpent, before it was 
made an idoll, but not atter. 3 Hee bringeth tn the conſent of hot 
men, Who undergoing the marall crofſe, Wore Witneſſes allowmg t 
ceremoniall croſſe. No ſuch thing at all, God be thanked ( faith 
tewel) tht We caunot onely abide the ſi2ne of tha croſſe, but x 
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fake ud 86r eroſſe and follow Chriſt. : vvhich words in good ſonce 
and good conſcience, we can oppoſe to our Biſhops imputati. 
ons, as he did to gy 4. cAll this was admitted hen the 4+ 
buſe was at the higheſt : (o could Paul abide the badge of Coſtey 
and Pellax ina civill uſe, when the abule was at the highef}, 
A.18.11. as we can the badge of the croſſe upen filver and 
zold, if our Prelats would ſuſter us to handle any. Is it not a 
proper concluſion, think yeu, which the Defendant can draw 


out of theſe premiſes ? 
CHAP. III. SECT. 1.11. NI. 


P N the two former chapters wee hauc found but very few 
particulars about the Crofle and Surplice which were nor 
ſufficiently debared in the generall part, as 1n their proper 
place : but kneeling at the communion nath many coulidera- 
tions proper to it [elfe,and therefore more heed 1s ro be given 
unto the defence which is made tor it, 

In the two firſt ſe@ions there is oncly a prologue wherein the 
Thefendant hath nothing materiall, or worthy of cxamination, 
In the third, he bringeth in a naked argument from Chrifts ex- 
emple, Who did fit at the table, taken out of the Abridgement, p. 
56. 57. and giveth as naked an anſwer therto,viz. Chrifts example 
d2th not inferre a neceſ/thie of the imitation thereof. Bur if the rea« 
der doth bur look upon the Abridgement, hce ſhzll flade this 
arrow headed after another manner, and ſhot out. of another 
bow. For there 1. it is alledged, thu there 4 no diretion in the 
Þbole Scripturegeither by precept or commended exaniple, for recetving — 
eny ſacrament kneeling, Whereas for recetbing Þ:1h other geſtures there 
i both. 2. That at the firſt gaititation tt Þas not recuved kneeling 
by Chriſt and his Apoſtles. 3. Thu it @ groſſe bypacriſre for us to 
pretend more halineſJegeverence, and devotion m the receiving of ut, 
then was in them. 4, That weare bound to tmitite Chriſt, and the 
commended examples of his <Apoitles in all things, Whuin it ts not 
evident, that they bad ſpectall reaſons moving them thereto, that doe 
1 7t concerne «s, Eph.5.1. i.Cor.11.1. 1.Thcofl.1.6. PFhil.3.1 7. 
2 The(l.3.17. 5. That there c:n be no good reaſon given , Itby it 

24ld not be as fit andneceſſirt: for the Apeſiles to recetue kneel ing, 
as for us, but rather more fit for them,vecauſe of Chifts corporall pre« 


ſewe?. 6. the conſent of Calvin, Bullinger, Reckerman, Brza, 


Chemmnitius, Bucanus, Sutcl:ffe, and Willer is br9vght in as uſing 
end alloing this argument tiken from Chrifts exampl:, Let any 


man compare this argumeut with that which the Detcadant ct» 
E 1 tcth 
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teth,and they will not ſeeme the ſame : or vvith his anſwer, and 
it vv1ll appeare (as it is) meere nothing. > 


, SECT, IILL V. VI. VIL VIII. 


| N ſtead of a dire anſwer therefore we haue a confutation, 
% or 2 proofe of the contrary : vvhich is ſuch a kind of diſpu- 
Y | ting as ſome unskilfull ſhufflers uſe, vvho vvhen they cannot 
| anſwer an argument, doe the beſt they can to croſſe it with aus- 
+1 ther. Now in this confutation firſt ſe. 4. hee vvould ſeerne to 
iT take ſome advantage in the greek vvyord «rixurr, waxtupiw, 
; which Calvin and Beta render Ly | diſcumbere]) aud may be Well turned 

| lying dewne : vvhich is nothing elſe but- a vaine flouriſh, For all 

| know, that theſe vvords do note, as in otherauthors,fo in ſcrip- 
ture, a table geſture,and ſome kind of ſitting, Math.g. Mark,2, 

; ec. Neither is there any Grammer Scholler bur can, out of 

his DiQionarie at leaſt, tell, that diſcumbere doth uſually ſignifi 

ſitting at the rable,and not lying downe : and therefore it vvas 


marvellous idle for the Defendant to cite Baronius as thinking | 


that Chriſt and his Apoſtles diſtubuere left iu,that is, aid /it upon 
beds: for of beds there is no gueſtion ; and d1ſcumbere,accumbere, 
recumbere, vvhen they are applied to ſuch beds as vvere then u- 
ſed in bankets for ſeats, doe not ſignifie precambere, lying along, 
but the table geſture of ſitting vvhich then vvas in uſe. Our laſt 
ſTranſlarors (or their reuizers) though they took ſome advane 
'tage,in many places, to put hell into the text in ſtead of the 
raue, for maintenance cf cdiſcent into hell : and haue made [ys 
das a Biſhop, Aft.1.20. for the credit of Biſhops ; and haue pat- 
] ' ched without reaſon, belpes in governments,1.Cor.12. 28. for to 
| keep Elders out of office in the Church : although (1 ſay) theſe 

men were ſo bold in ſome ſuch words and phraſes, as to wreſt 

[them to their purpoſe, yet in the geſture of Chriſt and his Apoe 

' Niles at the Lords ſupper , the caſc is ſocleare , they durſt not 

. . ipeak of lying dcÞÞne, falling downe,or laying downe, as this Defen- 

| dant doth, but alwaycs tell us that they did ſit. In the ſecond 

; place the Defendant granteth that Þe may not deny our Saviours 
' and bis Ap3itles peſture,to haue been a kind of fitting : vvhich he res 
; peatcth ageine {cE.7. vvherein 1,.his ingenuitic is to bee come 
Im.cnded aboue the audaciouſneſſe dfhicaledier lobn Biſhop of 
' Rocheſter, vvho ig his diſcourſe of kneeling, p. 126. affirmeth 
/ 1: to be very uncertaine vvhether Chriſt and his Apoſtles did 
| fit or no at the cclebration of the communion: and p. 147, a« 
Ki voucheth it more probable that they did not fit; though hee 
conteticth that they did fit at the paſchall or vulgar Supper z 
| though 


. 


CHAP. 11, 134 


though both Aſath:Þ and ACark ſay, that the ſupper was admi- 
niſtred &s-they did eat : and Rocheſter himſelfe bringeth in Theo- 


phila# affirming thar Chrift did fic after the ordinary manner of 


feaſts in celevrating of his owne ſupper, vyhatloever he did in 
the other,p.133-134- _ 2. He ſhewerh: plainly that bis former 
deſcanting upon the Greek and Larine vvards, vvas but'%yaine 
Aouriſh.B « yet(ſayth he)the Evangelijts leane ut nncertaine Þhether = 
this ſitting as upright or ſamWhat leaning, and therfore'it Was not in-' 
tended that this geftnre fhauld be an exatt paterne of imitation to bee 
continuedin the Church. Which is as good'reafon-as if one ſhould 
ſay, the Diſciples took the bread and thecuprinto their Hands, 
bur it is uncertaine vyhether they rook it with wo fingers, or 
with chree, or more, and thereforeit vvas'nor intended,thatthis 
at of taking ſhould be an exaQ paterne of imitation to be con- 
tinued in the Church : vvhich yer the Defendanthim(clf.main- 
taineth, (.8. againſt the Papiſts. Aſecon? reafon of coafuration+ 
is brought in the fift leon, becaxſe other cirenmſtimees arenct to 
be imitated, as the number of communicants their ſex, the ple, and 
time Which as uſed in the firft inſtitution. To which 1 anſwer, 
1.Thatin the very argument as it is propounded inthe Abridg- 
ment, this objecion 1s prevented: for there it is ſayd, thar_ 
Chriſts example i to | bee” imitared in thoſe thinys [for © 
which there was not ſpeciall reeſonar that tim2, For as itis a re- 
ceived rule of Divinicie, the good ations even of goillymen, 
recorded in the'{criprure, where they had not ſpeciall reafon; 
are ſet forth for eximples of generall imitation : fo much more 
in the inſtitution of this facrament by Chriſt himſel:e, weave, 
with that limitpion to tak? up our paterny as well as-our Pre-"" 
c:pt. Now every one of untlerſtandiog may ſce, titzr there was — 
{peciall reaſon tor number, fexe,.place, and time, as the Defen. | 
dant himſelfe tcacheth i the's. ſection; but none can be ſhe. 
wed for ſitting. 2 A mamfelit diff-rence doth evidealy ap. 
peare even by this, that whereas many reveread Diviaes, and |, 
whole Churches defend firting,as appoinced for imitation;none- | 
arc ſo imple as to aficme the famz of the other circumſtances. 

Ln the (txt fetion it is altedg2d for another conftarzion, that 
ou 01 Witn2ſfes boldth i wa are not bound to imitate Chriſt in nn- © 
l:avened brexd,and in the mixture of iter With Wine, To which I 
an{wer,1.that the fame witneſs do fhzw,there was {peciall rea- 
ſon for nnl-avened bread, viz; becaufe there was no other tobe 
had at the time of the paſſover,, And for mixture oEwarer they 
ſpeak of it only by conjeRare. There is no likencile therefore 
betwixt thele and firting- The Detendant h:miclte confefferh as 
much inthe cight (caion, , 

q! 
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In thefeventh ſcRion, for further confutation, he obicterth 
our owne praQiſe, viz. tht we Wa!k fron perſon to perſon, jn delive- 
ring of theſe holy rites, whereas Ch14:t did it fitting. To which Tan, 
{wer, 1, We doc not uſe to walke thus, where we may uſe the 
I:bertiz which Chriſt hath giver-us : for we hold ſitting of mi- 
niter and people together at the table, to be more agreeable to 
Chrits inftitrution. When by force wherewith Catttane, a Car- 
Gdinall of Rome, would not (as we heard afore) oppreſſe vs as 
the Pcclarcs doe, we are hjndered from praQtiſing that we defire, 
we can doe no better {if wee communicate at all at this time) 
then to come as neere 1t as we can, abſtaining 1n the racan time 
from that which is eviil. 2 Walking or Randing are more a- 
Freeable to a Supper then kneeling. 3 They were never ſo a- 
buſed unto idolatry in the facrament,as kneeling hath been, 


In the cipht {cAion, for an accuraic determination-of this firſt. 


oynt, 2 diſtinAion 1s propoundced betwixt occaſionall or acci- 


7 dentall and ſacramenrall, oreſſcnriall ats of Chriſt in the ins 
| Kirution of this ſacrament. The diſtin&tion I allow : and can- 
"not but pittie the Deiendant, in that he could make no applica. 
' xion of it to the geſture of ſitting, He telleth us the occaſion of 


many other circumſtances,but ſheweth none of this : and there 


: \ fore ſufficiently confureth the c<TTpartfons which formerly hee 


made betwixt them and this. The reformed Churches of ſtran» 


{pers wich were in Englandin King FdÞbards dayes, make accite 
' titum ad menſam Dominicam : that 15, /itting at the Lords table, a 
/ ſacramentall part of she inſtirution, as appeareth in lohannes 2 
L:ſco his deſcription of their Ecclefiaſticall orders, p. 206. arcut- 
\ bitus ad menſam Domint et pars front cane Daminyce : that is, [tt= 


ting at the table of the Lord ts apart of the frgne of the Lords ſupper. 
'And with them conſented then,the beſt Proteſtants among the 
Engliſh,as appeareth in the Pcetace of that book 

As for thatapplication of the former diſtinQion,which the 
Defendant here by way of digreſſion , maketh againſt the Pa« 
pifts, it ſerveth oncly co ſhew,” how well he could plead in a 
good cauſe, if he had ſuch a one in hand: but bewiaycth with- 
a]| the miſerie of higKciencec 1n this cauſe : for which he could 
fad no colour at all inthe vvords or af; of our Savicur at the 
mnftitution. Now well fare Iobuy of Rocheſter, vvho dares in{j- 


'-muate unto his reader that tor ought appeareth in the text, 


Chriſt or kt:s Apoſtles at the Icaſt did Kknecle at the time 
QI recclving, 
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H E Arguments in theſe paſſages propounded againſt 
kneeling, are ſtiled by the Defendant, Pretences : but upon 
examination of his an{ivers given unto them,it will appear 
how he hath miſplaced that name, vyhich properly belongeth 
ento his vaine defences. 

The firſt reaſon is ({e.g.) taken ont of the Abridgement, p. 
C1. vyhere it 15 chus exprefied; The geſture of kneeling in receiving 
the bread and WÞ:nt, h:1d: no proportion Wuh the cbiefe end and uſe of 
this ſucramentnor th thu inward diſpoſitton of beart, Which 1: then 
requited of 18, For Chriſt ordained tt to be a banqueB,and ſacr 1ment , of | 
that ſweet faniliaritie that is between the faithfull and him,and of that | 
ſpirtznall nouriſh nent wee are to receine by feeding ow bis i aud | 


bloud by faith. And in what nations it ever held comely ts kneele | 
at their bankets, or to receiue ther food kneeling ? Piſcator elledgrth | 
this for the reaſon why our Saviour and bis diſciples received {aitme, 
8nd holds it a good argument egainſt the Maſſe, that it bath-na fhetp 
er reſcrabl:nce of « banket in Math. 26. So alſo D. Sutliffe in Mifſa, 
f 298. an1the aiſpo/ition of beart that is required of 114 in the very att | 
4 receiving, ts not ſo much humilitie as aſſurance of faith and cheers '- 
ull thinkeflneſſe, Which is much better expreſſed and flirred up by 

the geitnre of ſtanding, then of kneeling. 1 hauc fet downe thefe 
words at large , becauſe the Abridgement is chicfly and mo 
profeſiedly oppoſed 1n this defence. And the other phraſes 
which he ſeemeth to cite out of a diſpute, and Mr. Lang tis 
confcrence,are here bri-fly explained. Now let us hrarc lus de- 
tence: Firſt, he ſayth, T6 banket 4s not a corporall, bub a myſtical 
banket,and ther fore the form aud f-ſhion of an #1dinary banktt u not 
tobe required in it, as talking, ealtng, drink1ng, inviting and pledging. 
Wherein 1, he ſfayth nothing at all ro the purpoſe : for this rca- 
ſon was not brought in directly to inferre all the faſhions of an 
ordinary banket,but to remoue that fathion of kneehing,which 
doth not agcee to any banker, ether ordinary or extraordinary. 
2 Itis falſe that he faith, there is no corporall banker in the 
Lords Supper : for as therc is a bodily wafhing in baptiſme, fo 
alſo a corporal} banket in the Lords Supper, though a further 
matter be intengcd, 3 The myRticall banket of this ſacrament 
doth not tak< away but eſtabliſh the corporal! : for therefore is 
the banker my ſticall , becauie by,and with the banket @f cur 
bodics , thcre 1s a ſecret fpirituall banker exhibired unto our 
foulcs, 4 Thouph all faſhions of a banker may nct here: be 

F ulcd, ; 


% 
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4, yet thoſe which may be iuſtified by Chrifts owne exam- 

_ 2h3e not-ro be ae fs o'5 5 The very faſhions which 
k ere he nameth talking, cating, xy AT and pledging, ina 
oraue religions manner being limiced by the holineſle of the a» 
Qion,are very good : as when the miniſter ſpeaketh ro the cory» 
municants, they eat and drink, being invited by the miniſter, 
and taking the cup one ont of anothers hand, doe in ſome man. 
ner pledge one another, This reaching of the bread and wine 
[from one to another ,ought not to ſeeme ſtrange unto our Eng-/ 
liſk Biſhops, ſeeing it is not onely warranted by thoſe words of 
| our Saviour, Divide it «among you, Luk 32-17, but acknowledged 
| by a Biſhop and Cardinall of Rome, Catetane by name,in Math, 
| 26. Sicut calicem unus diſtipulus dedit alij,ite patinam cum pane ſin- 
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one Diſciple gaue the cap to an other, ſo thoſe who Were neerer to le. 
4 ſus, reached the diſh with the holy bread, ſucreſſtuely to thoſe ho were 
2 Further off : So that if this Cardinall of Rome were aliue againe, 
F.!! 'and were a Dioceſan Biſhop in England, the Miniſters 1n his 
| \Dioceſſe might hauc more liberty to follow the Apoſtles exarne 
ple in the ibeivion ofthe Lords ſupper, then either they or 
'the communicants can enioy under the Lordly ufurping Pre= 

lats in England at this day: ar leaft in this point. 
In the ſecond place he ſpeaketh of horrer, in that ſome of our 
Writers doe mention familiaritie with Chriſt, and hold it unde- 
D cent for adopred coheires with Chriſt to kneele at the ſacra-» 
ment. So doe the Papiſts alſo think ſtrange , that we ſhould be 
ſo familizy with Chriſt,as to come unto him without mediation 
| | ef Saints: and it is arrogant preſumption in their eyes tor a faithe 
1 full man to profeſſe aſſurance of grace and ſalvation. But the 


horror will ſoone be over, if the words of the Abridgement 


(formerly cited) be looked upon,whereby the meaning of theſes 

phraſes is cleared, viz, that our bleſſed Saviour in this Supper 

/vouckſafeth ro call the fairhfull unto a ſweer familiaritic with 

|  himſelfe, and this is to be repreſented in the maner of celebra- 

vl ting the ſame: ſo that howſoever, in other a&ions,other geſtures 

fave more firting;yet in the very ation of recciving,none ſo con« 

venient as that which expreſlcth this high advancement wheres 
unto we are called. 

For removing of that anſwer, the Def. pleadeth in the tenth 
ſection, 1. that though in Scripture the 'communion of Saints in 
heaven be ſhidowed out by the ſimilitude of a Supper, Bherin the faith- 
full ſhill þer,cat,and drink ith Chriſt is his king dome, yet no ancient 
learning ever taught that the Supper of the E <charift IÞas propeunded 
fo bg an expreſſe ang proper type and pumilitude of the heavenly. oo 

| waic 


| (to probmquiores [ pep pthey ſucceſſive porrexerunt, that is, As. 


CHAP: 111. 79 
which I reply, 1 If he meane by ancient learning, the teftimo- <— 
monies of mcn that lived in former ages, his argument is eld, - 
unprefitable, and dead. For Cardinall Caietane himſclfe can tell 
him, that Deus non —_—_ expoſutionem ſicrarum ſeripturarum 
priſcorum dottoram ſenſubn, ſed ſcripture foe ſub Eccleſie Catholie 
ca cenſura, alioqumn ſpes nobis ac poſters tolleretur exponendi ſariptu- 
ram ſacram , nift tran; ferendo( vt atunt) de libro in quintcrnium pref. 
in quinque libr. Mo/ts,that is, in interpreting of ſcripture We are not 
tiedtos the ancient ha of men, but to the ſcripture it ſelfe. 2 By 
that which the Detendant confefſeth, it is very probable, at the 
keaft, that the ſupper inRituted by Chriſt, is a proper type ofthe 
keavenly ſupper. For leeing a ſupper is a fit reſemblance of that 
happineſſe ,and {o often uſed in fcripture even by our Savi- 
our hir {elfe for the ſhadowing of it, and the inſtitured ſup- 
peris a typ*, why ſhould we not take it for atype of that which| 
15 ſo ficly refembled by it? It is a rule of interpreting ſcriptare, | 
that where no reaſon doth conſtreine, we are nor to reftraine 
the ſence, but take the words in the largeſt ſigmification. And/ 
is not the ſame rule to be followed in explaining of ſacraments, | 
which are viſible werds ?* 3 Our Saviour himfelfe doth ex- | 

reſly lead his Diſciples from that inſtiruted Supper unto the | - 

keavenly Math.26.29. 1 will not drink benceforth of the fruit ef the' . 
bine,untill that day, Bben I fhill drink it new ith you in my fathers, 
kingdome. Which words were ſpoken at the time of the Sup- 
per,and cannot be meant of that occaſional drinking with ſomel 
of the Diſciples recorded of our Saviour after his refurreQtion x: 
becauſe this was a promiſe made to all : it was ofa new wine :| 
and was to bc in his fathers kingdome at that day. ,+ For ancions/ 
learning of men, Anguſ/tine, and Hilarie doe {o interprete that 
place: and Thomas Aquinas allo alloweth of their judgement, 
when he citeth [hem #7 catena area. 5. This learning,at leaſt 

Is aSancient as the reformation of religion in Englaua: fer theſe! 
are the words of lchannes 4 Laſco,ſpeaking in the name of whelte! 

Churches in King Edwards dayes : ectes ſeu conſeſſus convie 
barum ad menſam Domintcam diſignat etiam nobs gloriam ac igni= 
tatem noſtram, quam m regno Dc olim babituri ſumus ; nempe quod 

quemadmodum Chriitus Dominus convivuli nos ad menſam ſuam in 

cena ſua accubitu ( ſub perſona ſuorum Apottslorum) dignatus eſt : 
ita > in regno oltm Det, &terno illt demum beatoqae convivio, ut cx 
leftes convive adhivency ſumus, vt ad eternam divine glorie fiuitio- 
nem una cum cAbrahamo, l[ſaaco, & lacobo, tandem accumbamus, 
mque terns demnceps regna Det felicitate conſidenmus : that is, The 
futing together of gueſts «t the Loras table, ſignifieth to us alſo out 

glory and dignitie wbycb weare ene 4, to baue in the Kngoome , 

| " a 0 
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Ged; ts Wit, that as Chriſt the Lord hath vouchſafed us, under the 
perſon of his Apoſtles , ſuch «4 ſitting 41 is uſual at a feeſt , ab: 
bir table, at his (upper : ſo alſo wee ſhall -one day in the king 
dome of God bee admitted as heavenly gueſts to that everlaiting 
nd bleſſed banket : that Ibee may at the length ſit downe With A» 
brabam, Iſaac, and Jacob , ts the eternal eneying of Gods glory, 
and may for ever afteribard ſit fill mm the endleſſe happineſſe of 
Gods Kingdome. Forma Eccleſ,, maniſt. pag. 221. | 
But the Defend. will proue the contrary by reaſon grounded. 
on Scripture. The immediate myſtical! objett of this Supper( ſaith 
hz) i the body and bHoud as crucified and ſhed. The end 1s, the res 
membrance onely of things paſt, heere 11 no type of celeſtiall joy, 
Where (to paſſe by his new terme, objett of the Supper ) I would 
know of him: 1 if oncly the Bodie and bloud of Chriſt bee 
repreſented in the Sacrament, and not allo the vertues and be. 
nefits which come unto us, by beipg partzkers of them? 2 IF 
the vercue of them be reſtrained onvely tothis life? 3 If the 
whole cowrunion which we haue, and hope to have with 
Chrift, be not there repreſented , as Paulteacheth , 1 Cor.10. 
16? 4 If in this communion there be nothing pertaining to 
celeftiall joy? 5 If the Paſſcover did not fignifie ſomer Ing 
paſt, as the deliverance out of Ag yt; ſomething preſcnr,as 
communion of grace; and ſomething to.come, as the Lamb 
that ſhould take away the ſignes of the world ? Ir it was not {ſs 
in Circumciſion, and alſo in Baptiſme? If fo, why not alle 
in the Lords Supper ? S 
" He further difputeth : Signes 4nd typey are reſemblances of im 
mediate objefts, andnot of remote and cenſeftwie. As Bavtiſm is 4 
fren of regeneration , but not of the Kingdom of glorie wherinta toe 
enter by regeneration : ſo the bread «ud Wine are onely ſignes , repre« 
ſenting t1n!0 us th? Bady 4nd Bloud. Its a (trange humour ig this 
Biſhap: when he interpreteth Scripture, or rather wreſteth ir 
or the authority of Biſhops , then he giveth ir a larger ſenſe 
hen any realoa will ſuffer : as, Let all things be done tn order : 


{that is, ſaith he, and his conſorts. Let my/ticall Ceremonies 


( Croſſe , Surplice 79%.) be appemmted by Biſhops , -@5 occifion ſhall 
wat, Lit Arch biſhops, eArch deacons, Chancellors , Ofgicialls, 
Commiſſaries, Spiritual Courts be eretted in ſuch manner 45 they arg 
(#2 Enz[184. But when the fame man commeth to explain unto 
{us the Lords Inftitutions, they muſt have more ſtraight himirs 
{then the very words of- holy Scripture can be contained in, We 


 hcard before how this D-fend.limited the ſecond Commandees 


ment; and now he attempteth the like about the Sacraments 2 
as if ke were interpreting penall ſtatutes of men , + of which 
Fi 


CHAP IND Py 


it is ſaid, Oi fant reftringends ; quamvis amores ſunt ampliandiz 
| thatis, Od6ous 4 or batefull things - fo be wrwrEry thangh fa. 

Þ3urs be to be inlirged. Doth Baptiſm ſignific nothing but that 
new birth , wherby we haue entrance into the Kingdome of 

race? Doth it not reprefent unto us that perfe& walhing and 
cleanſing alſo which is the ſtate of aglorious Church > So th, 
hely Communion , doth it onely repreſent the imperfe 
communion we haue with Chriſt heere, and not the fulneſſe 
of it which is reſerved for hereatter> The Scripture ſpeakech 
otherwiſe, Epbeſ; 5.25.27. As for objefts immed:ate , remote, aud 
conſefarie , I know not well the meaning of theſe rermes in this 
place. If he had expounded th?m, I would haue ſhewed my 
opinion of them more fully. In briefe thus. All confeRaries, 
or things that doe follow upon communion with Chriſt, are 
not, neither can be properly repreſented in the Sacrament of 
the commun'o 1; thopgh they be all ſealed up ro the faithfull: 
Yet all parts, degrees, andcircumſtances of our communion 
wich Chriſt, waich may be ſhadowed out by thuſe outward 
clecaents and ations which are uſed in this Sacrament, are by 
the ſame repreſented. For God will haue his ſigacs to be as 
Ezxgn:ificant as their nature will beare. [mmedzate and remete make 
no ſuch differcnce , as that one ſhould be excluded,if the other 
be admitted, 

Inthe 11 S:&ion , another objeCtion is brought in, to the 
ſame purpoſe with the formz2r, Vi3, That the Supper is placed up- 
#n4 Table, 1 Cor. 10.21, herein 114 reſemblance of heavenly ſacte- 
tz:, aud therfore a Tabl:-geſture is to be uſed, &c. Vpon this occa® 
fion, the Dzfend. 1 taketh upon him to pole us from point to 
point : asking, firſt ; If the ground ould not ſerue for 4 Table , 
When ng 4rttficiall table caa be gotten? And ſecondly, if it be not 
im"9/jible to prepare one table , Whereat all the Communicants may 
for jorntly tagether ? Surcly , this potting hath no great difficut= 
ty init. For the firſt, I ſay, ic1s an extraordinary cale , ſuch as 
is th2 tare of thera which get no wine, but arc forced to uſe 
thir l:quour which to them in other uſage is in ſtzad of vvine, 
In Iz-land alſo they hive no bread made of corne : and yet — 
they hiue the communion among them , with ſuch bread as 
th: Country affoordeth. This thec:ore makech no more againſt 
the reſemblance of a table, then againſt the ſiznification of 
bread and wine. Yet an ariificiall Table: may be prepared in a — 
wilderneſſc, though it be but of Turies or Earth. The fecond 

ueſtion 18 a meer cavillation. For we doe not hold it necefſa- 
ry, that all the Communicants doe fit joyarly together at one 


table; but ſucccfliuely at the leaſt, as is praiſed in Scoiland 
<A and 
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and the Low Countries. 2 He telleth us, that by the Table of 
— dvelr, 1 Cor.10.21, $5 meant an Alter. Which if it beſo, mak-th 


nothing to the purpoſe ; exceprhe will ſay alfo, with*the Pa- 


1 | piſts, that by the Table of the Lord is meant in the ſame wm 5 
n an Alrar, But the aſſertion it ſelfe is falle , as Morney ſhewe i 

{ eth againſt the Papiſts, De Eucharift.l.3,c.3. | o 
it 3 Hee asketh { by the way ) Dhbat perſon it has that Chriſt did 
47; fuftaine at the celebration of bis Supper, Whaker of 4 Lord, orelſe 


3 of 4 ſervant ? Towhichl an{wer, that the difjur ion 1s 1dlc, 
If For hee fuſtatned the perſon 'of a Lord in inſtituting of this 
| 1 Sacrament, aud yet withall, he ſuftained the perſon of a Mi. 
miſter, 1n bontiniliring of it. Dare any ordinary Miniſter, or 
| Biſhop cither, ſay in his own name , Doe this mremembrance of 
| mee £ 
But 1 truſt ( faith the Defend. ) that yon dare not affirme, that f 
Chriſt in bis miniftration of this Supper of grace , Ias a type and 
figure of himſelfe, in the ſtate of bis Cober ſhip , Bh!h is in bis 
K mgdoms : for ſo ſhall you confound things mſrutely diſtant, mint- : 
; 4 ftration and dominion : eſtate militant and triumphant ; Lord and ' 
{7 | ſervant, earth and heaven. Alas, good man , theſe arc but preat 
words, which may paſſe for currant in popular declamatious 
before the ignorant. We know better 3 ViZ, that to wake one 
| thing arepreſentation of another, is not to confound them, 
| | but by relation to conjoyn them We dare afh-m that the hoe 
z © mour which was done unto Chriſt lying in the Marger, wasa 
repreſentation of that hoge ur which now 1s cone unto him in} 
heaven by men and Angels We eare affirme that the praycrs 
| 'which Chriſt made for his D ſciples upon the cath, were are- 
'preſentation of that interc« flion which new ke ni«k-th for all 
| the faithfull in heaven. Nay, we daxe yet be more bold , and 
{ ſay,thart an ordinary Miniftcr, in the aurimiſtration oi rhe 
Word and Sacraments, on earth, doth repre {cnt the perſon of 
Chriſt in heaven. And yet in all this there 1s no contuunding '2 
' of carth and heaven, | 

F Another reaſon 1s alledged out of the Abridgment , in the 

2 Sett, Vit. that the diſpoſition of beart Bbub 1s required of us 
#1 the very att of receiving, u not ſo much humiltty , as aſſurance of ; 
faith «nd cheerfulneſſe : Which 1s much better expreſſed and ſh:Bed F; 
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by the geſture of ſitting then of kneeling. Where, though bc hath F: 
changed fume words of the Abriogment , as ſtanding into fits bY 
| ting, and ſtirred up into fhewed, yer l will nor ſtand upon that; 
let us hear his anſwer. 
1 Humility ({aith he) deth net binder the aſſurance of faith. 
\ True, but an apt ſolemne cxprefiion of humility ig particular, 
doth. 
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' ly, neuther do: we take that office upon us: and therefore we 
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doth for that moment hinder or exclude an apt ſolemn expreſ« 
ſion of faith and cheerfull thankfulneſſe; even as words folemn« 
ly and profeſſed!y expreſſing humility, doe for that moment | 
Hinder the ſame man from expreſſing by words his faithfull and \ 


cheerfull thankſgiving. | | 
2 He asketh, bo ws ide us Vſhers at this feaſt ? No man ſures | 


deſire to follow the direQion and example of Chriſt, who was 
the onely Maſter of this feaft. But our Lord B:ſhps, being uſed 
to haue Gentlemen Vſhers under them at their feaſts, and or. 
dinarie meales alſo, think they may take upon them ar their 
own pleaſure, touſherand manage our Lords feaſt, though 
it be contrary to his direQion : which infolencie of theirs, wee 
cannot conſent unto. This is the very ſtate of the queſtion be. 
twixt them and us about this matter, | 

z Hee telleth us of divers examples: 1 Wherin faith and ha- 
mility doe agree, Mat.8.8, which isa thing that we never doubted 
of. 2 Wherein humiliation and thankefulneſſe agreed in the grſtdre 
of k Mf95.2.6. Which we deny not ncither in prayer, 
whether etition or thankeſgiving : But the outward ac- 
ting of thankfulaeſſe in fuch a buſineſſe where praver, for thar 
moment, hath no place, isof another nature. 3 Waerin men 
and Angels praiſe God upon their knees, Apoc. 5.7, & 7.11, 
where a geſture of prayer alſo 15 expreſſed. But he deth not in. 
the mean time obſcruc, that 4Ap.7.9, where the ſame thankful- 
neſſe is expreſſed out of aforme of prayer by the geſture of 
ſtanding. Neither doth he giue any anſwer unto that which is 
cited in the Abridgem-nt to this purpoſe, out of 1 /(ing.8.54, 
an1 out of Hoſþinin, Rupertus, and Zanching, p.67. | 

In the 13 Se&.certain words are all:dg2d out of the Abridge 
went, p.67, waich there make one anſwer of fiu2, unto an ob- 
jection of the adverſarics avour kneeling to the Sacrament it 
ſclfe: bur here is made a diftin&reaſon by it ſelfe. Sv 1t plea» 
ſech this Defend, to deal with the Miniſters argumenrs , as the 
Biſhops doe with the Miniſters themſeclues , v2. to place, dif. 
place, and alter them as they pleaſe. The words are theſe : FF 
9ur Saviour hid intended that the outward el:ments ſh 1uld haue been © 
thus reverenced . hee ould not haue mad: cvoice of bread and Wine, 
Which are ſo common and biſe. To this the Defend.faith, that for 
tke preventing of which, he forced the vvords to come in here 
out of place: Fiz. 1 That be bluſh th in the Miniſters behalfe, to 
h:ar ſuch Turk fh and Heatheniſh lnguage , proceed from any pro- 
fefſor of Chriſtianity , as to call tle Sacramin's of bread and Wine 
hae. Bat when he hath” well conſidered the matter, hee may 
co 
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ſee cauſe enough to bluſh in his owne behalfe, in that hee bath- 
thus broken out into ſuch intemperate a rage, without any cauſe 
ec occaſion given at all. For 1. hee fceth in the ſentence there 
is mention made of choyce, which implieth a compariſon : Now 
what hcatheniſh or Turkiſh language is this to call bread and 
wine, common,and baſ:, that is, mcan in compariſon of ſome o« 
ther creatures which God hath made, or might have made, if ir 
had pleaſed him? - 2 With what conſcience doth he (to give 
colour unto his cavill) change the words zni meaning of the 
miniſters? They ſpeak of bread and wine choſcn to bee made a 
ſacrament: he will have them to ſpeake of bread and wive 2g 
they are now ſacraments , even in that forrali corfideration, 

3 Our Saviour himſclfe ſayth as much of bread and wine as 
this commeth ts, when he calleth them periſhing things, which 
goc into the belly, and are cat out into the dxought, 1oþ.6. 27, 
Math. 15.17. 4, In reſpe@ of worſhip, and unto the worſhip- 

ers of the ſacramenry, it is no more offence to call ſacraments 
baſe. then to call the blefſed Saints deao men; which yet D. Ab. 
bor defendeth againſt ſuch our cries as theſe vſed by Biſhop, 
pref. Nay, then it was for H:2:k/ab to call the brazen ſerpent, 
even after it had been a great Sacrament, Neb: ſhtan that 1s, 6 
peece « Anus erg Oo. 4 2 He telleth us that S. Peter would 
nt call ordinary meats common, Att.io. 15. Where he may bluth 
againe in the middeſt of ſuck a zealous outcry as he ſermethro 
make, thus to play the Sophiſter : for be may ſee in- the four. 
teenth verſe of the ſame chapter, and chaptcr 1 1,98, that by com- 
mon there is meant pointed, not to be touched, or catcn ; and 
hee cannot bee ſo blinded with paſſion, as to thinke the mi- 
niſters accounted bread and wine unlawfull ro be catecn and. 
erunken. ; 

In the 14. ſcion the Defendant runneth back againe unto 
the 56 page of the Abridgeraent, and thercourt fcrtcheth another 
ſentence to deale withall ; which 1s this, 1f were great hypecrifi: tn 
#14, to pretend greater reverence and devotion, in receiving of the facra« 
ment, then Was in the Apoſtles. Naygf ut Þere fit for us, to uſe knee- 
ling. it as muck more fit for the Apoſtles, m regard of Chniſts cor- 
perall preſence among them, | 

Here arc two {cntences coupled together, which in the A» 
bridgement haue ſubſtantial! reaſons running betywixt them, 
T'o thoſe reaſons nothing 18 fayd. To the former ſentence, or 
part of the ſentence, (ilence is uſed: ſo that our Convocation 
men are granted to be guilcie of grofſe hypocriſie in wrging of 
knecling as they doe: onely the latter conſequence is denied, 
viz. that of it Rere ſit foi us ts uſe kneeling, it Was much more fit for 


the 
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we Apoſtles, This is denyed in two refpetts : let us ſee their 
weight, 

The firſt reſpett is : Brcauſe then Chrifts purpoſe Was to make 
bimſelfe familiar With his Diſceples ; but after his aſcenſion, the pre= 
cept bas laid upon all , that all knees ſhinld bow unto bim, Phil.2,10, 
Which geſture conld not formerly be performed at the fight of his 
corporall preſence , except they ſhould bane been alwaies kneeling. 
1. Hcer are many words to no purpoſe: For they doe not hang 
rogether in logicall ſenſe. What diſcretion 1s in this axiome , 
Then hee made himſelfe famil'ar: but after there as a precept to 
beat unto him. 1 hope theſe two may and did ſtand rogether in 
Chrift, vi>. tha: at rhe ſame time when he made himſclfe, after 
a ſort familiar, there was a precept ro worſhip him. Orelſe, 
what meanes this place of Scripture, Heb.1.6, When be bring- 
eth in his firſt b:o-tt-m Sonne intothe World, he faith, and let a'l tbe 
Aagels of God Worſhi» him? 2 It is not afficmed, that the Dif- 
ciples ſhould alwaics haue kneeled at his corporall prefence ; 
bur that having the ſame Sacrament that we haue, and haviag 
Chriſt himfelfz preſent ro adminiſter it, unto whom that wor- 
ſhip might have been rightly referred, they hall greater ceafon 
then w2: in that reſpe@ to kneel, 

His ſecond reſpe@ is, that the Apoſtles Were 659tce and immedi- 
ate Embaſſudours of Chrift ; but Toe are exceedingly inferiour unte 
them. Wam ſhould one ſay to ſuch an earthly conceit? Were 
not the Apoſtles as forward in all obſervance of Chr ſt, as any 
of the meaneſt Chriſt:ans ? Did they ſtand upon their dignity, 
who confeſſ:d themſciues to be eartben veſjelr,and notbing? Now 
certainly, there is caul? for ſome body to bluth in the Defen- 
dants bchalfe, who bluſhed before for others wi:hout cauſe. 
I dare ſay, the v:(t friznds he hath in England will be aſhamed 
of this reaſon when they weigh it. It ſmetilerh of a Locrdly hu- 
mour , wacrby our Biſhops, according to our proverb, Aſuſe 
45 thiy uſe, 

Tn kid place, he :rifliagly.obſeryeth , that the Apoftles 
(/o firre as bee remembreth ) did never kneele preciſcly nuts Chriſt : 
«1 therfore ly our leaning Ive ought not to kneele in our ordinarie 
prayers. Wherupon be crycth out of madneſſe. Hece,firſt,he raketh 
for granted, that it is our learning , th-t we cnghtro doe no» 
thing atall, upon any occaſion , which we doe not finde the 
Aovoltlzs to have done preciſcly, even before th2z Aſcenſion, 
Vpon wha: ground he bujideth this I know not , nor yet him-+ 
ſelfe, I dare ſay. Secondly, he denyeth any example to be rg» 
corded of the Apoſtles precite kneeling unto Chrift. Waeras , 
if profticating the body be preciſe kaecliog , as hee hR_ 
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taketh it to be, ScA:12., then we haue examples recorded, Luk. 

5.8, Math.14-33, &c. What ſoberneſſe then is this, for him” 
( upona meer feigned oc cafion , without any rcaſon , to ſpeak. 
ſ of madneſle ? 


In the fifcteenth SeQion there is nothing but words the ſe- 
| cond rime repeated, 

| In the (ixteenth, two reſtimonies of Zimmchie and Bez4a are 
" brought in at large, witneſſing nothing at all,cicher of fitting or 
{! kheckiog. or any way tothe purpoſe. ; | 

| \  Inthe ſeventeenth , we are urged with this queſtion , How 

Ive can allow of ſtinding , if ſitting be preſcribed? Our anſwer is 
' 
| 


ready : we allow of ſtanding as better thea kneeling 3, hat fim- 
| plyof fitting, and that at the Table, 


. SECT, XVIII. 

{+ Frer pretences, the Defend. commeth to a third accuſa- 
tion , which is Abridg. p. 58, that the primitive Churches 
for ſundry hundred yeares after the Apoſtles , never uſed to re» 
eine the Sacrament kneeling, &c. which conſideration being ad- 
ded unto the former, viz. that neither Chriſt, nor his Apoſtles 
did ſo, nor the ſuccecding Churches , unrill idolatry camein, 
caſteth a marvellous diſgrace upon this Popiſh geſture of kneel= 
ing. Now the Def. dareth not deny the allegation it is ſo ma+ 
nifeſt , but firſt giveth a reaſon of it: and then inferreth upon 
It; firſt, that in thoſe ages there were Ecclcfiaſticall ceremonies 
of mans appointing; and ſecondly, that the Church hath li- 
b:rty in altering ſuch Rites. Concerning theſe deduR@ions, an- 
{wer hath been given in the generall part of this Reply. The 
ground of them 1s this: Whatſoever was praQtiſed in ancient 
Churches, that is good and lawfull. Much thankes will the fu- 
perſtitious Papiſts giue him for this grant. Ic ſuffi:eth us for the 
preſent, that the Defend, granteth all thar is objeed, | 


SECT. XIX, 

He fourth accuſation is thus ſ-r down by the Defendant: 
q | Meany people in the land, think that this geiture of kneeling is 
4 neceſſary. it is taken out of the Abridg. p.4z : tor he il 
| goeth backward ia his colleQtions. Now in the Abridgment , 

the peoples opinion 1s brought in, to proue that this kneeling 

is eftcemed a part of Gods worſhip, in theſe words : Very ma- 

ny people, tn all parts of the land, hold this opinion of it , that the 

Sacramant cannot reverently , or Iorthily be received With any other 

geſture: yea, many of the learnea %:ue not fuck to defend it in this 
fort. What {auth the Defend. to this ? Forſooth, that tbe erroar 
of 


of the peoble is to be imputed unto Miniſters, either idle, or ignorant, 
or elſe too buſie. Andthat it may be the principall errour is the jea- 
lonſie of the accuſers , becauſe he knoweth ſcarce any tht bold this 
geſture eſſentiali unts the communion, Where 1, there is nothing. 
at all ſaid, that doth contradidt the accufation by any Logicke. 
3 If the fault be in idle and ignorant Miniſters, | 25k, as of old 
it was demanded concerning Saul; Who i their father 9 Is ig 
not the Hierarchic ? Arc not their fathers alſo the Biſhops, for 
the moft part, as idle (1m regard of the work of the Miniſte- 
ric ) as thoſe which are moſt rile? Haue our graue Convoeas 
tion men ſo much leaſure to ob:irude 3 Sure 26 Ceremonies 
ppon painfull underftanding Minifters, while there be f.> wany 
jdle :gnorant Minifters in their Diocefſces unreform=d?Can they 
find means to depriuc painful underſtanding Miniſters, for waut 
of conformity unco unneceflacy rites, & no way torcform tdlee 
nes & ignorance in thoſe that conform ? Surcly ,they ace in this 
reſp<& fathers; not in God, as they would be Riled; but, T will 
not ſay in whom. 3 I aske, if communicayts be nor eff-q 
tiall unto the communion ? If ch-y be, then I 25k further, If 
the geſture of kneching be nor, among us, male efl-ntiall un} 
toa communicant? Surcly, that which bringeth ſome vertue 
with it cothe cflence, and being, of a communicant; and with= 
out which no man, ( what vertue or grace ſocver he hah ) can 
haue the eſſe, or being, of a communicant, that in reaſon may! 
be called efſcntiall unto him , as he is a communicant. Bat; 
eſſentidl is his own word. The Abridgment ſpeaketh of that' 
opinion which holdcth tha: the Sacrament caunot be reca_ | 
xeverently and worth.ly without kneeling, And this opinion 
the D-fend. neither could deny , becaulc it 15 fo commoun and 
well-known: nor ye. durſt detend , becauſe it 1s lo abfurd;and 
therefore ſhuff.leth un this rerme of efſenitall bo the communion. 


SECT. 23 X. 


T follow:th in the Abridgment , upon the former words, 
that x; Edwards common-prayer-book ſa'b, it is enjoyned ts 
aboide the profanation of the Sacrament. Iotcnding to ſhew, that 
it isan opinion received , even frem the beginning of rhis 10+ 
juRion, that the Sacrament could nor be revercntly and wore 
thily received withouc knechng, 

Here the D. tend. 1 askeith, If” the Sacraments emmnot be pro» 
faned ? anazf the Churdb bad not resſon to prevent thy profanation? 
To which ( though it be nothing but a flowiith beſide the pur- 
pole.) I anſwer, Yes, the Nre_—_ may be violated , bark, 
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by prophanation, an4 allo by ſuperſtition. Nay , they are ſo» 
violated ordinarily in England y, and our Biſhops, in ſtead of + 
preventing, h1u6 provided thar it muſt be lo, Prophancd they” 
ace, by prophane Miniſters of the Biſhops making and main=, 
taining: by prophane communicants , whom godly Miniſters 
arc forbidden to keep back from rhe communion by the Bi. 
ſhops and their officers : and by prophane forbidding of many 
godly men from partaking of them, whom Chriſt doth admit 
to have part in himſclfe , and them. They are luperſtitiouſly 
!21fo abuſed, as ether waies, (o alſo by theſe ceremonies in 


qucftion, as hath been proved. And lurely {upcrſtition was 


| never appointed of God, fora remedy againſt prophanenefle. 
* 2. Next, herelleth us the reaſon, why this geſture was aps 
pointed, viz. tWat thereby we might teftifre our due eſtimation of 
uch holy rites, and repel! the ſtatme and ignominie Thich Yb ulent and © 
whallowed tongues did caſt upon them. Where 1. I :sk if due efti- 
mation of holy rites cannot ſufficiently bee reftified withour 
kneeling? Letthe Defendant {peak from his confciznce, whe. 
ther in that congregation, where the people are duely prepared 
unto the communion by the miniſter, and warned religiouſly 
to prepare themſglues, tic precious alſo being ſeparated fiom 
the vile, whether (I ſay) in ſuch a congregation, though no 0+ 
ther geſture be uſed in receiving, then the Apoſtles uſed, there: 
be nota better eſtimation of the ſacrament teſtified, then is 
ordinarily in the moſt p-r.ſhes of England, where kneeling is 
nroed and uſed. Chryſoftome taxeth well one of our ordinatie 


| minifters or communicants, who ſtand ſo much upon kneeling, 


-_ . . - o F 
and fo little upon maine duties : 1» parÞo quidem es tam reverens, 
fordidam autem habens animam acredis? ad pop, Ant.61.that is, art 


thou fo reverent in a trifl:,an1y.t commeſt ts the table kaving a foule 
ſoule? 2 1 demanan knechng had becn formerly intermitted 
in England, and ifthat intermiſſion had been the cauſe of pro- 

haue r2proches? if it had not (as the truth is it had not) how 
could this bearemedy? 3 I would faine know, what ſhould 
I»- the cauſe that in other Churches a remedy can be found' a» 
gainſt ſuch reproches,witnout knecling,and not in ours? 4 The 
true reaſon of retaining Kneeling and fach bke ceremonies in 
good King Edvwards dayes, mult be Fetched not out of the De. 
Fendants vaine conjeftures,but ont of good teſtimonies of thoſe 
which thea lived. Now lovannes 4 Laſco,a ey lee man, 
who thn was in England, and acquainted with the chiefe{t pro. 


teſtants, and with their counſells, in his preface before kis book 
of Ecclefiaſticall ordor,.hus reſtifieth : Captebat rex ille ſanttiſſt» 
ms its reſtizutars (q154d cir fieri paſſer) im aniverſo regno{ fus ome 

omnen 
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CHAP. 'ITI;: 49 
emnem plane religion at nulla fire alie de re pro tate ſad ſollici- 
$145 magis effet : fedcum leges ane lim Sore obſtarent, quo minus 
prvlicipoti/ſimnm enltus divini ritus ſab, Papiſmo uſurpati (pro c0 ae 
rex in #nÞieb4t) reparg i141 protinus poſſent : ego vero pro peregrimor 
eccle/1jr ſeduls inftarem | ita demum placuit, ut ritus pablici in An» 
gies eccle/tys per pradus quoſdam (quantum per leges paltias omnina 
licere!) repurgarentur : peregrins vero hominibus (qui patrijs bac alia 

«i tn parte non uſque adeo tenerentur) eccleſie concederentur, in qui- 

14 omnta tivere, & nulls rituum patriorum hibita ratione, iuxta 
dottrinam duntaxat atque obſirvationem | Apeſtoltcam, inſtituerentur, 
Ita enim fore,ut Anglice quoque ecclefie ad puritatem xApoftolicam 
ampletendim ,unwnmi omniam ordinum conſenſa excitarentur. Non 
drerint tamen qui id moleſte ferrent,edeoque & reluftati furrint bute 
inſtituto regto, that is, That moit holy king as (> carcfull to hane 
the bole religion (ſ farre 45 tz him lay) reformed in his hole king « 
dame, tnat he bas in that br youth more caref<ll thout this matter 
then any elſe : But Þbereas certaine liwes of that eanntrey btadered, 
that the rites of Gods Warſhip, ſþ: cially thoſe Which Were publik, and 
h 11% een uſed tn Popery, could n+t be holly purged 44d roo!ed out, 4s 

.the king deſired; and I was very earneſt and argent for the Churches 
of the ſtrangers; at bift # as thugs decreed, that the pnublick rites uſed 


' #1 the Churches of England, ſhould Ly certaine degrees { (> farre as 


miht any ay Rand ith the lilves of the - as, purged and re- 
armed : but to the itrangers (pho in this regard Ivere not /o much 
bound With the lawes of the countrey) churches ſhould bee granted, tn 
Bb ich all things might be fieely ord.ened »ntly according to the da- 
tine and obſervation of the Aboſtes, Bithout having atiy regard 
the rites of that countrey. For {5 it Woul1come to paſſe, thit the Enge 
[ſh Church alſo Wanld with an unanimous conſent of all eſtates, bee 
flirred ub to embrace the Ayoitolicall puritte ; yet there Were ſame 
who took thus very e4ll, yea and re/tited this decree of the king. In 
which words it is to be macked, 1 that the king and thole good 
men that were his dircors, defired all ſuch ceremonics to be 
caſt out of the Church, as the ſtrangers then had leaue to reiect. 
Among which Surplice, crofſe and 'kneeling had a chiete place, 
2 Thar their intert was hindered by lawes,cuſtomes, and (way 
of the time, 3 Tharthcy did not therefore liy afi le that pur- 
ole, bat waired a ft ooportunitic, and uled th: beſt meancs 
they could ro. compalle and accomplith the ſame. This for 
ther appeareth by the reformation of Fcclefiaſticall lawes, fer 


| Forth in larine, in the dayes of King Edward: where about the 


communion, there 15 no mention made of kneeling, bur rather 
of ficring, when it is layd there to be an uncomely thing, ut mis 
iſ/ter ſ3lus vn convivee propter multos inſtituts ſelleat 1. that the mini- 
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CHAP, 111. 


fter ſhould ſit alone at a feat o1dzined for many. De divinls efficije, 


cap.s. 4 Thatthe reproches of black mouthed Papifts were 
not ſuch <f Quall moriues unto them,as the Defendant ima- 

'n2th : for then they would vor 'haue ſuffered the ſtrangers ro 

aue given occaſion of their continuance. 9 That ſome cloſe 
difſcmbling adverſaries did hinder the work of retormarion fe 
much as th. y could z and ſo indeed they haue done ever {nce 2 
and doe at this day: to whom we are beheldirg for theſe bur. 
thens,which this Dcfendant to their great content, doth fo (tiff 
ly iriuc to maintatne. That hath in this caſe fallen out unto 
us in part (and much more of it we haue juſt cauſe to feare} 
which Philippus Marnixius de inflitutione prmucipum ac nobiliuns 
kberorum : that 15, concernirg the in// itution of the cbildien of Þin- 
ees and Nobles, p. 15. bath graucly and wil. ly obſ.rved to bee 
the ordinary iſſue of luch tol:rations Permults neſcro quam, pre» 
dentie exiſtiymationem ex e0 aucupantur, quod dem ſe bomuum merie 
bus accommodant, non pauca in Dei culta, ac religione, vitioſa tokerarl 


. bolunt ,qu# 4 verbo Det aliena efſe non 1gnorant : © interea ſuos libee 


r054 vrema tate, in einſmods praba conſuetudine ftud'ofe retinent : 
guo fit partim humaing ingenij natura, partzm juſto Dacultum ſuun 
Þinicantis tudicio,ut opttmorum prig num ugbert a vera (> retta relje 
gione non raro intmpics & proph mos cultus, & pravas ſuperititiones 
dil:bantur Nc enm altunde profettum effe crbiti or, qu. 60 in populs 
Judaico, ſintiffumorum 11g um hivert, tam pro: ltvi lapſu ad ſuperjtitis- 
nes in l.ge Det vetttas 1eſugcrint , miſt quod videbant juos paren:e:,elfs 
fortaſſe cultum tdlorum averſati faiſſent , ivſa tanmen uulich 2, at- 
que altarta ,(&'eraque id; lolune inſtrumenta retinuiſſe quod ett n: je 


ſow qua moilttie animy, vel popule,vel procentbus, vel dentque tringuyle 


lit crpublice ded:fſent, a poſters: tamen 1m exemy.A arreptum f un, &* 
#n-v.1ſo tandem populo cegjit in perniciem : that 1s, Many men in this 
feck for | know not Whit eſtimation of prudence and Iiſulum;be, auſe 
fo P, ly themſelues to the manners of men, they will m Gods Be vſhip, 
and 61 1el;gion,tolerate many b..c things which they knolÞ to be comcrary 
to Geds word: andyit ate careful t6 rttatne their children, frem ther 
Jyourth upinſuch an ev4l cr ſtome,. Wherely ut commetb to paſſe, partly, 
by the nature sf their eIÞn wit and d ſp: ſutton, partly ly the juſt judge» 
ment of Godtanding for Iss eIbne Wor ſh'p, that the ctaldren of Vir y 


90d Trinces often fail awiy from the true and right veligion, to un- 


godly and prophane woiſh'ps and evill ſuperſtitions. For hence it Was, 


Ged ſage and hence ontly (4s It: kc it) that among the Jewes the chuldren. of ves 
&r.Charles. ry godly Kings jo early fill to ſuperſtnions forbidden by the laÞÞ of 


God; berauft they j:1» that their parents, who (it m:y be) ere againſt 
tbe worſhipping of 1dvlls, yet retained ond kept 3tillthe Images, altars, 
«nd other mſtruments of 1dolulry, which thorgh (out of a ſoft and 

EH. | quach 


quiet diſpoſition of their minds) th:y yeelded to the peoble, Nobles,or 
the pablick peace and quietneſſe, yet p»ſteritie followed that exampie, 
and it becarae the ruine of the I50le people. | 
3 In the third place the Defendant defireth ws to be contented 
by the way to be pat in minde of our ignorance ; which we are very 
willing to, and ſhall be thankfull tro him when he hath helped 
us to (ce it,” You confound (ſaith he) an accidentall and an Y am 
all neceſſitie together. This indeed is our ignorance : for we know 
not, nor can ſce inthe words of the Abridgement now quefti= 
oned, any mention at all either of efſenttal,or of arcidentall,or yet 
of neceſſitie. But muſt wee needs be accuſed of ignorance, if we 
doe not bring forth by divination, every diſtinQion in our ar- 
umen*,which the copious invention of the Defendant can afe 
ford for the ayoyding of it,even when the diſtinRion roucheth 
not any tearme or part of the argument? then I am afrayd the 
Defendant himſelte in his oppoſitions will hardly eſcape the 
ſame imputation. And yer what is the diſtinQtion ? Neceſitre,is 
either eſſenti-ll or accidentall, as food ts neceſſarie for man eſſentially, 
but phy ch accadentally. So the geſture of kneeling is neceſſary onely 
accidentally, for the reforming of the prophane brhiviour of many. 
Eſſentiall and accidentall are but words of ob{curitic: the meas | 
ning is, as appearcth by the example, that ſeme things are or- 
dinarily,fit,or neceſſarie,and fome {which is the condition of; 
phyſick and Roc onely upon extraortinarie or ſpeciall oce, 
er : as phyfick when mea are (icke,and kneeling at the come? 
munion,when men vſc prophane behaviour. If chis be all, then 
ſurely we are not ſo ignorant, but we can (ee the vanitie of this* 
ſhifr. For 1 phyli-k 15 to be taken in the time of need, not al- 
wayecs ; but our miſcrable phyſictibns haue preſcribed kneeling 
for continuall uſe theſe threeſcore yeares and ten, which is the 
age of a man ; and fo are refoJued to cloy us with the fame drug 
&:]!, though prephane men can ecafily ſwallow ir, and ghany 
ood Chriſtians loath it. 2 They doe not preſcribe it as phy. 
{ick, but as food: for they lay it is a geſture of reverence, whick 
13 duc in regard of the nature of the ation, whatſuever we be 
for condition or conſtitution, 3 By this the wiſedome of the 
Apoſtle himlelfe is impeached, who ſeeing prophane behaviour 
to be uſed at the communion among the Corinthians, never 
thought of this phylick of kneeling, but contented himſelfe 
with the word and cenſures, which was alſo the onely ecclefia» 
ticall remedie that was appointed in the ecclcſi:iſticall lawes of 


King EdÞbard againſt prophaneſle, de Div.of.c.s. 
SECT, 


$3 CITAT Lake © 


SECT. XXT, 


f Fifi accuſation preſſed upon this geſture of kneeling, is, 
Abu it oreÞÞ faſt from the perſnaſton of the reall preſence and 
tran > bil entiation: being never entoynca te any Church til Antie 
bruit grel> to the full height, there being no attion in all bu ſerbice /d 
idol:trons #5 this. So that Ire may well conclude, that of all the cere- 
wonies that eber were ſod in Toperte, none mey be ſo. preferly termed 
Pepiſh and Antichri/izan 45 this, "LE 
Here the Defendant being put to his ſhifts, anſwereth no- 
thing dircaly,but divideth his forces. 1 In the diyes of the an- 
rient futhers there bas uſed (ſayth he) an outward adoration by bode 
tag of the bedy, naming divers fathers, but exprefling the words 
onely of Cyril, Ae and Chry/-/tome. To which I anſwer, 
1 that the queſtion here is onely of kneeling, & nor of other ge. 
ftures. 2 It is not now neither inquired,what was voluntarily 
ſpoken or pratiſed by particular men ;. but what was enioyned 
unto Churches. 3 Theſe wy places of Cyril, /nguſtine, and 
Chryſoſtome, are uſually urged by ly ng for their idolatry : the 
Detendant therefore doth not well (till ro borrow their wea- 
pons for to fight againſt us with : for the borrywer 1s a ſervant 
unto the lender, But the ceremonies themſclves being borrows 
ed of the Papiſts,it is no marvell if our Prelates be beholding al- 
ſo to the Papiſts for proofes to maintaine them by. +4 As for 
Cyril, 1 D, Fulk againſt the cavills of Sanders,p.687. ſayth of one 
precept of Cy-ils,about the facrament, extant in the fame Page 
out of which the D.fendant citeth his, Verily I take it for a meere 


faderfiRioc procept May not this bealfo ſuperſtitious which the 


Detendant cite h ? Sure I am,that about the lacraments, and a. 
bout the crofle, and chrifnre, there 1s much ſuperſtition taught 
ta the catechilmes which goe under the name of Cyigl. 2 Ilay 
Cyrul is corrupted both by the Detendaut and by the Biſhop of 
Rochecſter,p. 183. For {ict the Greek word being «v/rr9r, Ro» 
cheſter travſlarh, it falling on thy face,and the Defendant, bewing 
thy ſelfe : whereas though the word be many times uſed in fuch 
a lenle, yet (as Stephen 114 his Greck trealaric ſhewerh) it fignt- 
gcth properly a gelture of the eyes: which appereth plainly by 
the words compounded of it araxy'rrs xwgaftra's. And that Cf» 
M4 relpcaed the geſture of the eye, ut 15 Jy probable, becauſe 
in the receiving ol the bread, he bidderhThe communicant frr/F 
to ſanTifte his cycs with it,4nd then 10 take it. In proportion whet= 
ct th. {- words cited are -uled concernig the Cup xw'rrer.&c. Be 
fe, Cy doth maniteſtly reterre the adoration and worſhip 

| he 


. 


STS IK 


CHAP, III. $3 
he ſpeaketh of, unto the ſaying of Amen, XUTTWV, 1.0 TOI 4. 


WW OeOXUYno is Ke oiBaopars Abtywl To ejuey ; that 1, leon, 
ks down ſtedfaſtiy upon it,cnd fiytng amen tn manner of adoration. 
worſhip. What reaſon then had Rocheſter firſt, and then Chev 


ſter to apply the manner of worſhip and adoration untoihe bus, 


 dily geſture ſignified in the word xUTTWV? | 3 ſeeing Cyril hath) 


no precept of bowing the body at the receiving ot the breads! 
he cannot be (o 1ncerpreted concerningthe wine, without: um»1 
utation of a fuperſtitious advancing oft the wine aboue thei 
Lined 4 Secing Cyril had ſuch leylure to appoynt his come. 
municant {o many ſuperſtitious royes about the {- crament,wi I 
particular Ce(criptions, as that he ſhould in taking of the breed, held 
bs fingers tegether, bcare nþ bu right band ith bu left, take it in the 
bellolÞ of bts right hand fo born up, taking greet heed that ns crumme 
fall, +c. he would ſurely more expreſly have {poken of kaces' 
ling, if it ha4 been uſed in his time. Arguſtines words, News 
carnem illam min tucat, Pinſyuam ddoraverit: that is, No man cates 
th it fleſh before he hane worjlippud, are well expounded by A7orny 
de eucb:r.l 4.c.7. of the adoration of faith and affeRion referred 
uato Chriſt 10 h-aven, n#/t adoraverst vera {ideaffetts w& effeffie: | 
that is, except be have Wi ſhipped by true fantb, affettion and effead., 
ChryP/tames countell is very good, adera & communic« © pray 
unto God for h1ts grace, worſhip him in comming to the ſacra- 
ment,and ſo come. That this was Chry/oſtomes meaning, ap*® 
peareth plainly by the words of the cricr there mentioned, abis| 
fe qui non beteftis orare : thatis, get aÞbay ye Who cannot prey And/ 
again, Oremus omnes communuter ; that is, ict us pray all teged 
[ 


Per, 

L.aftly heconclu ſeth, that & is more then by bookes doe teach 
him, that Honorins the Pope Was the firif author of thts geſture: net= 
ther wall be contend whether xt as Hononus or Inzocenitus. Where 


1, it is to be obſerved, thatatter many words hee granteth the 


whole accolation : tor ke leaveth the credit of that invention 
berwixt Z79novius. and Inzocenitus: both of wiich were grofle 
patrons of tranſubſtantiation. 2. Whereas he ſayth,his bookes 
doc not teach him that Hongrius was the Author, he much for» 
gettcth himfclte, For $«/e 10 the life of Fonorins, Juel againſt 
Aurdino, in the article of adoration, A{srny deenchar, lib: 1.cap.9. 
Heſpintan. de jacr.c.1.þ.372. doe with one conſent athirme it : and 
D. Morton limniclic, 1 the proteitants appeale, {.4.c.29:/" I5. 
coth approue the fame truth : andin this very place doth cite 
Zepberus tpeaking as much : as for that mitigation which he u- 
{cub, viz. that the words of Z{onorns doe ligntfie ratbir 6 boÞbing 
It 


_ of the body, thens bending of the kme, it maketh againſt himſclfe. 


'to haue been of old, and iti to be a 


'by tbe Paprſts , ſpecially if the ſame be n#W of no neceſ[arie aſe in the 
Charch. Abridgm. pag. 17. to which argument, the words. 


or ifthat ſhould be the meanings then Honorius was the firſt 
that enioyned bowing of the body, and fo that bodily adoratt- 


on which formerly he avouched ro have been in uſe among the. 
Fathers,was a meere fiftion cf his,at leaſt for the preſcribing of 
it: and thence alfo it will follow, that kneeling was hatched 

fince Honoria : for if _—— had then been reccived, there 

had been no need ef a decree to 


c bowing of the body. Thus tg 
returne upon him his owne proverbe, He i out ſhot tw bir oIhng 
hot. And if he ſhall fay, that Hongrius was the firſt indeed that 


appotared adoration. of the ſacrament: but not in the fa. 


erament ; then is he the ſecond tine out- ſhot : for by that hee 
copfcſ:th , that reberenter inclinare corpas cum elebabitur boſbia ? 
to incline reverently the body When the ſacrament 15 lifted up, is to a» 
gore the facramcnt. For thoſe and ne other are the words of 
MKonorius. | 


SECT. XXII. pe 


Ere another accnſation is propounded, viz. That this ge- 


ſture of kneeling in the a& of receiving, to haue been of old, ant 


to be ſtill abuſed to idolatry. This is propounded I las bur 
not an{wercd at all by deniall,'or by diſtinguiſhing, onely the 
Defendant ſayth, that Proteſtants in kneeling doe not abuſe the ele 
ments #0 idolatry : which is nothing at all tothe purpoſe now- 
im hand : For the argument in the Abridgement 1s, that #8 is un« 


pens to uſe (mach mort to command the uſe of”) ſuch ceremonies is 


#he Iborſhip of God, as man hath PT if they be n#terionſly knoÞbne 
Ke 


here cited by the Defendant, out of p. 30. are bur part of the 


. aſſumption. What logick ts there then in this anſwer, We do not 


abuſe them to 8dolatry? But the Defendant addeth very peremp- 
torily, that our Bzyh3ps (for thoſe are his Proteſtints) bate the Ro- 
miſh Molech a5 much as doth any Non-conformiſt. 1 could with 
tor our Prelatcs fake, {as 1)1 as 1 loue their wretched courfes) 
that this were true. But 1.15 nor this now the, moſt received 
currant opinion arnong our Prelates concerning the ſacrament, 
ehat Chriſt is there preſent, but tor the manner of his preſence, 
whether it be by tranſubſtanciation , corſubſtantiation, or 0+ 
therwiſe that is not to be enquired ? 217 thy hated the Po- 
pifh idolatry as mnch 2s others, they. would allo (as others doe) 
hate the garments and appurtenances that are ſpotted wuth it; 


Tudg 


unto idolatry or ſupcritition, 


CHAP 1IT 55 


b Tude 1.3. If Ihe baue tny drop of good teal in ws ((ayth” Calvin) it 
Do waſt needs vexe and grieue us,to ſee the marks and frgnes of idolatry. 
'n Quid berba audiem quam f1#: Viteam ? What 11 it to beare words, 

DÞben | ſee the deeds ? Hatred (ccketh utter abolifhing, or ar leaſt 
p full and perfe@ ſeparation, If this be found in our Prelars in re- 
gard of the appurtenances of Popiſh idolatry, it is pittie that 
they cxprefle it no otherwiſe then by advancing them. 


SECT. XXIIL.. 


4 N the ſame faſhion he n wo wroioyyr out of ths A+ 

a bridgment, p.42. where they ſay, kneeling & by all men confal- 
fed F; be « chieft part of religions porn ind thirefore it eh 

part of borfhip; bur anſwereth nothing, but onely ſayth, that be- 

\ fore, part. 1.c.2. he hath proved rhe ceremonies to be no effen- 

þ tiall parts of worſhip, Iris futhcient therefere to anſwer, thar 
, in cefurarion of that chapiter,the vanine of his proofcs is plain. 
ly dereRed; yet further 1t may be added, that as the. words of 
Sa Abridgement 1mport, belide the common nature of cere- 
monies, this is proper to kneeling inxeligious afions, that it is 
| of it ſelfe worſhip. Ir is no ſufficient anſwer therefore to put of 
Es this obie&ion with acommon plea, which equally apperraiger 


* Jntoallcereronics. 
SECT. XX1111I. 


H E authors of the Alridgement are broughtin thus rea- 

ſoning,to adore God in or before any creature without warrant 

of the word of God, u 1dolatry. But the reaſon as it ftanderhy 
in the Abridgement, þ, 66. hath another face and force, Foy 
wen (ſay they) to tie themſelues to adore Godin or before any crea 
ture without warrant of the Word, is idolttry. Thu argument is prefſed 
by the Palatine Divines, by Prſinus, Zmching, Hoſbin:an, Polanu), 
and Bellarmine him/elfe. Now lt us heare the Defendant his at- 
ſwer. This poſitiou(layth he) may not runnecurrant without il ex- 

4 ception+ It hath hitherto runne currant among all our Divines 

in their writings againſt the icligious ule of images : as may 

: appcare by the teſtimonies alledged in the Abridgement, And, 

» further, Zanchie de red-p. 467. hath theſe words, Omnis adoratts| - 

4 ad imaginem exhibita peccatum eft & idololatria; that is, cM ado- 

ration or worſhip done to an image, is ſinne and wdolatry. Mr. Perkins 

de idololit. In && caram imaginibus colere Deumgnibil altud eff quans 

sdololatriam commutere: that is, to Rorſhip God in and before ire 


5 nothing elſe but to commit idolatrie. And yer further »pplyin 
| I : S 
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vel locum ta quo pants e#, quid alind oft m1 manifefla idelolatris ? 
that is, fo direft our oi fnip to the bread, or to the place -beregn the 
bread is, what i it but manifeit iaolatry. The De endant therefore 
had ne-d bring ſome rong barres ro ſtop this current, and 
theſe they are. If theſe prepoſitions, by,tn, before,be excluded from 
the aft of adoration of Gad, or Chit, onely in reſpett of the creatures 
then we may not prey m the temple with our tongues, or before the 
Fords table,or ye! the heavens them lucs. Where 1 1t 15 to be mar- 
ked how ridiculouſly pleaſant the Defencant is in ſo weightie 
a cauſe, He ſpeaketh of that deſcription which our Divines gs 
neraliy giue of idolatry, in their-diſpures againſt the Papiſts, as 
if it were a part of the Commecic called Sellum Crammaticale, 
wherein the controverfic is onely about the admitting or cxclu= 
ding of prepoſtions,coniunions,adverbs, and ſuck ike words 
of leſſer moment. | 

2 How he forgetreth that wherin the fincwes of the Argy= 
ment'doth con(iſt, 1+, that the Abridgment expr: ſly ſpeake 


ſo rule to our purpoſe, Aaovationem noſtram arrapere ad pants, 


eth of mers 1ying themſelaes to adore berore a creature Þithont © 


Darrant pf" the IÞsrd. Now to pray with our lips; in the Tem- 
ple, befere the Lords table, and the heavens,bhaue exprefſe wars 
rant in Gods word. | 

2 1 will an{wer this idle obje&ion in the words of Dr. Ab- 
Bot in his defence of Mr. Perkins againſt B ſhop. þ. 1202. Yea, 
but (faith he) 4 max could not Kneele before the Arke , but he muſt 
meeds alſo kneele before the Cherubins. Well, and if Mr.B ſhop be 
mn place, -here he cannot kneele to God » but be muſt needs haue an 
emaze before him , Be condemn him not. Wee cannot knecl to G o1, 
but there are miny things before us, our Churches, our boxſes, the aire, 


the heaven, the Sunne, the ſoon, the Starres : but there t5 great dife 


ference , hut ftand-:th before us Ly caſuall or neceſ}.ry poſition 0 
place , and What ve {it before us by intendment of affet!ton, A wan 
cannot kneel before the Ting, but they muſt needs be before him, that 
ere about the King , a1 muſt alſo the feat , or th: horſe Theron the King 
fitteth : and yet we dee nit fay, that b&e kneeleth before them that are 
abant th: King , or before the Ktngr ſeat, or bu borſe ; becauſe hee 
hath ne intentuon of them, at oneiy of the King, Let our Biſhop 
alſo take this an{wer, and leaue his trifling, | 


R SECT ESY, 


Nder the name of Mr. Nic. 1s brought in next this Ars 
gument: All relatize ador:tion of God before 4 creature,buh 
reſþett unto jt,is idolatry &e. Now this is no new argu- 

Monks 


ty 


»o 
»> 


ment, but 2-repetition of the former; yet the Def. bringerh 
another anſwer. Relitive adoration, tu either faftened upon the 
creature, that it may f> be conveyed unto the Creator : or elſe - faftened 
ron God, With a relation from him unto the creature. The former 
( ſrith he ) + Poprſy : the Litter 85 onr own prattiſe im reverencing 
ef th: Word, the Lords diy, Temples &c. Shall theſe bee uſe 
(ſaith he) Dithe relgziogs reverence, and fhall onely the bleſſed $2. 
cramen! be celebrated tuthaut any ſuch reverence * Whereupon he 
concludeth very poetically , Procnl binc, procul eſte profani; that 
13, Away, awiy yee prophene ones. Though afterward he ſubjoy. 
neth for ſhame a kinde 07 mitigation; 
Where, 1 he partly favoureth , and partly wrongeth the Pa» 
piſts too much, in eſteeming that adoration onely to be Po. 
piſh, which is firſt faſtened upon the creature: for Alexander 
Halenſis, Durand, Olcoth , and'dtverfe others (who yet were 
'Popiſh Idolaters) deny their religious adoration , which they 
 performme before an image,to beterminared in the image ar all, 
2 The diftinQion which he uſcth is his own invention , and 


_ mecr imagination. For neither did any good Divine ever uſe 


It; nor was any Idolaterever ſo ſ{enſcleffe as to propound it for 
anexcuſe, For to faſten adoration upon God , that from him 
ir might be referred unto a creature,is worſe then either Papiſts 
or Hcathens ever defended. This were to make God the Gti 
ving obje&@, and the creature afterward the laſt and chiefe. 

3 What an idle thing is it for the D-<t.co confound adoration, 
and re/t2ions reverence, as he doth, in diſputing, from our prac- 
tiſs,, to his own conceit ? Marke gentle reader ( faith Dr. Abbot 
of ZBifhp, p.1226.) that Wheras be prepounded to prove, that the 
eAke W.4 Þorſhipped, hee maketh his con:lu/ion , that tre Arke Was 
h:d in great reverence: But they had the Temple alſo m great 
reverence, an1 the Altars, and the offerings, and all things 
that by the Lalp Ivcre commanded to be holy ; and vill bee ther. 
fore inferre , that all thei Were to be Worſhipped ? They There to haue 
the Priefts in great reverence, and. fpecttlly toe High Prieit ; and 

ſhell ve therefore fay , that they 1» ſhippe th: Prieſts ? Mat is tis 
rebercace, but a religious reſpe# and care, of the ſacred and due 


wſaze of boly things according to their kt 4:le ? 


4 As for our praQiſe , we would be aſhamed, if ro all hos 


ly things we did not give more due reverence then the Pcelates., ) 
The Word therfore we would not haue paralield with Apocti- 
phall writings, nor chanted over by Singing men, like a 


charme; nor one part of it uſed with lefſe reverence then ano- 


ther, as it is in their Cathedrail Churches : but all propouns 


dcd and received as the Word of Ged, with praycr, feare and 
H 3 rome 
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trembling, Wee held that godly people ought to humble their 
ſoules privatcly and folitarily ere they come into the Aﬀembly 
of Gods Saints, to the publick worſhip of God, and not to pur 
off their preparation till they come thither, The Lords day we 
held ſhould be ſanRified , even publiquely with two Sermons, 
; and not poſted over with red ſervice, The Temples them 
' ſelues (taken joyntly with the Congregation affembled in 
' them) we held to be places anely for Gods Ordinances, and 
| not for mans preſumptuous devices. The Sacraments we hold 
| proper unte thoſe, that in word and deed ſhew them: lues wore 
t thy: not fit for every man that is not prefented in the Biſhops 
Court, or being olenced for grievous ſinge , hath given the 
} Court ſatisfaftion by mony, though he hath given the Con- 
| gregation none by repentance. Now let him fling oft of the 
—__ Procul bins, procul eſte, i, day, awgy yee prophaye ones, and 
' ſee whether it belong not rather ro himlelfe and his fellowes 
then [0 us. 


SECT. XXAYL 


geſture,one principall colour is;that ef the King ſhould gine 

45 ought , it ord become us to receiue it tn the moſt reverent 

waner Ie are able,&c. To this the Abridg, giveth divers anſwers, 

| p.67.68, the fourth of which is;that there t5 uo proportion between 


- Mong otheranſwers unto pretences uſcd for excuſe of this 


the civill reberence giventoa King , or to th: gl Ie receine from 
\ him, and ths religions reverence Ihee ſhew to t in holy things, For 
| there is farre more danger of idolatry beer then there : yea this bath 
| been found inall ages the cleft raot of idolatry ( if ut be not grofſe 
idolatry it ſelfe ) ta giue nnto the ſign or gift , that outward reve- 
rence and aderation , that ts due to the thing /{gnified, or to the gi- 
ver himfilfe. This anſwer , the Def. according to his perverſe 
manner, turneth into an argument, but os. no 17 > une 
eo it atall , ſauc onely by calling it s /miſter ſupp ton, « gods 
tefſe «ſperſion and calamniation, to be puniſhed Wit = cenfr 
and correFions, Wheras the truth is , ( as any indifferent Rea- 
der may loe j theſe words in the Abridgmentare onely genera's 
ly ipoken, by way of anſwer, as equally belonging to all ages, 
plentituily confirmed throughout the Scriptures. So that rhis 
was but a ſhinefſe in the Det, to ftart at a ſhadow. Yer if they 


had been parcicularly applycd , they might hauc been well dex 
tended. F 5 


SECT, 
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SECT, XXVII. 


T followeth in the Abridgment,. p 63. 14 is evident that this 

geſture is not injoyned or uſed in reſpet# of «ny lawfull or conve- 

nient reberenee , that is due to the Srerament. For neither as the 
a1miniſtrition of Baptiſm , nor at \the hearing of the Bord read or 
preached is any ſuch geſture uſed : To both Þhbich notwith it ending 
there it every Ibhit ar much reverence duc as to vhe Supper of the Lord, 
unlefſe be Dill ſiy With the idelatrous Papiſti (Þboſi concert by this 
our pratiſe Ie greatly confirme) that the Ench:riſt is 4 greater S4- 
erament, and of furre more dignity then Bzptiſme. The Def. his 
anſwer ſtandeth on theſe rwo Aſſertiens : 1 We kneele at the Ex. 
churift rather then a+ Buptiſn, to eanfate the Papifti, Who vilifie our 
Bachariſt , more then onr Baptiſme. x Wee Iovid be Filling alſd' 
to kn:ele at Baptiſme , eſpecially Þhen prayer is uſed, The firit of 
which is, as if co confute the Papiſts,who ſay we vil fic Chriſt 
a1d his image , the bleſſed Virgin and her picture , wee ſhould 
kneele before the Crucifixe, and Ladics picture as they does 
Befide, if this be the onely cauſe, thzn is not this gefture uled 
imply for due reverence, which is the very point that the A- 
bridgment in theſe words proveth. The ſecond aſſertion 15 quite 
be{ide the purpoſe. For the queſtion isnot of kneeling at pray» 
cr ,. bat of knechog in reverence to the Sacrament. 


SECT. XXVEIIL. 


Nother piece of an anſwer uſed by the Abridgment p.6G& 
the Defendant maketh here a third reaſon, tt. :That Beks 
larmine de Euch. l. 2, c.18, inferreth thu ( up9n their opini- 
on that hold Chriſt, though he be not corporaliy preſent in the $a- 
crangend , yet he may be adored in the Sarrament , and in that reſpet# 
Ide may Keel before the Sacrament ) then, (aith he, it is not idolatry 
88 kneele before tmages. Vpon this, the Defendant bringeth 1n s 
play ( as he calleth it ) ean/;/ting' of fonre parts, aited by ſeverall 
pariter, But to make ſhort work*- , the firſt thing perunent in ' 
this play, is that Peter Martyr , defending the commen cauſe of all 
Proteſtants , ſayd, that Chriſt is Dorſhipped in the fene. Which is: 
manifeftly falſe, For it 1s not the received opnnon of Pre 
teftants, that Chriſt is to be worſhipped wm the bread and wine, 
This Bellarmine knew well enough , D&Ench. l.4, c. 25, The ap- 
proved opinion among Proteſtants, is that wii: h Zanchie (et- 
reth downe, De Redempt. p. 436, That although Chriits bodie 
Fere really preſent qn4be bread, yes it onght noi to be DI 
ED T1110 


6" CHAP, ITE. 


there : becenſe it is 4bÞointed there to be eaten and not to be Wo ſhip: 


ped; and for men to eppoint Iorfhip is abomination » Much icfle 


whe the cale is clean otherwiſe. Peter Martyr living in Eng- 


hand, and writing againſt Gardimer, an Engliſh Papiſt , giveth”: 


firſt as good an anſwer as he could ro the objeQion, without 
prejudicing our Englith praiſe, But pretently after, addeth 
another more dit, as is to be {cen even in that place of Fe]- 
larmine. 

Secondly, the Defendant ſaith, Wee doe Letrey Peter Aſartyr 


into the hands of Beilarmine. To which I anſwer, that Bellarmie - 


himſelfe did {ge thar Peter Martyr in that aniwer fpake not ful- 
ly his minde, and therfore did nor reftin it. Hac folutione 
non contents Þ. Martyr, paulo infra apertt mentem ſuam : that is, 
not content With this anſwer, a little after ſheweth that his judge- 
ment Was. Iris not therfore P. artyr, but an imperfe& ans 
ſwer of thataze, and proper to England , which we forſake. 
And if the Defendant thinketh the conſequence which Belar- 
ming maketh out of thatanſwer to be unſound , why doth he 
not here, when it ſo much concerned his cauſe, ſhew us how to 
anſwer and refute it ? 


Thirdly, the Defendant telleth us, that our adoration im the+ 


Sacrament, is P. Martyrs judgement , 1s no more then at the hearing 
of tbe ord ts lift up our hearts unto God. That good man in deed 
would haue as little as may be made of it, becauſe he did not 
Iike it. But if he had judged it in Cged no more, he would nee 
ver haue perſwaded tothe forbearing of it, as he did by rhe 
Detendants own confeflion in this place, But that pas oncly uns 


rail men Were better inſtrufted. True, ſome good Sermon 


men in. thoſe daies would haue had tuch Ceremonies reje&e 
or torborne, uatill men were better inſtrutted:; thinking that 


atrer inftrugtion none would be ſo foolifh as to uſe thera 3 


others yeelded to a retayning of them untill ſuch rime as men 
were better inſtrued, 1maginivg that atrer inftrfiftion the 
would vanith of themiclues , being rezceE&ce by all. Both held 
counſels arc iound in the writings of Adarizy and Bucer. Bat 
our Pcelats have gone beyond their (1mplicity. For they fay the 
people are {uficiently inftrufted (they meane {ufhciently far 
their purvole ) the ceremonies therfore ſhall be retayned and 
urged, 1f the people be not infirutted (iath the Deicudant } the 
fa4lt 1s in the ignorance or negligence of their Teachers ; that is, ate 
cording to the phrate both of Scripture and ancient Fatkers, of 
te B ſhips, But our Apoſtolick Bi. will haue others to be teach» 
ers, thatthey may haue the rzore lealure to urge Ceremonies. 
And it there be 1guorance allo and negligence in the peoplecy 
| T cacacrs, 
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Teachers, that is nothing to our Biſhops: But if there be Nom 
conformity.in any, they can ſoon make the Church ( i? nor 
the land) roo hete for fuch d:fordered fellowcs, 


SECT. XXIX. XXX. XXXI. XXXIE 
- XX XVII. NMETIL 
» 
N all theſe $: ions, the Defendant triveth to fhew a dif- 
terence, betwixe the Romiſh Kneelng,apa our Engiith, ag 
the receiving of the Sacrament z which 15a thing that wes 
never doubted of, Lt. that there is a diff-rence betwixt fome 
of them and us, at leait inthe degree of this evill. Yet ler us 
hearken a little ro that which hoe propouniteth, 
Inthe 29 and 30 S:tons, we haue a Pretace making way for 
a large di[courte, | | 
Ia ; 1 S:Rion, the moſt telzrable image-worſhip of DPapniſts, 
1s propounded out of Purandus , who wuh divers other Papiſts 
. deny,that 1mapes are to be prop. 1ly werſhiped, but onely Gad 
ar or b<fore the icaage , in thel- words; Thy kinde of Wor fhis 
of annie, ts but traproperly ant abnuftuely fo called ; becauſe ty 
| The image We have 4 rememvrance of th2 perjon , Which .; Dorfhipped 
© Þell inthe proſence of the image, ts if be erereally preſent. Now 
- the Defendant (houli ſhew a diff-rence berwtixr this kneckng 
eforcImages,and our knechng before the bread aad wine,Mark 
th-rfore what he bringerth. Firſt he askeih , whether bbee ever 
veard tiny 2pproved Dottor in our Church teach thit we doe, or ovght 
to knvel before the Sacrament, thit ly it, or tn it , we may perſonally 
rw ſhp Chriſt, as if be were really preſent ? | 
To which I anſwer, It he aske of the very words, I dare 
not trultmy memory {>o farre as to avou; hit; butif hefpeak- | - 
cth of the ſenſe, I ſay, yes. I hauchceard ina publick od) 
more harſh ſentences then this , delivered by a Duttor fo ap-, 
proved in'our Church, thit now he is madca Biſhop, Bur T 
need not game him, or feck for any other , 1 aficme, and will 
make it clear, that Dc. Aſforton himſ.lfe in this book doth teach 
every thinp that is in this ſentence, even to a haire, fo farre 
as it agreeth with Darandas bis words formerly cited, to which 
| alfo this queſtion as paralcl is referred. 
Y I Dr. Morton teach :th, maintaineth, and diſputerh, that wee 
6ught to kneele before the Sacrament : This he cannot Gay untill 
hc hath called in and renounced this defence of his. 
2 Dr. Afo#ton teacheth that theſe prepoſitions by and ta the 
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ly” Sicrament, are not limply to be excluded, SeQt.24, and if 1n any ; 
3 leaſe they may be admutted, then furcly in that which Dus 
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62 CHAP. III. 
dus expreffeth, when he ſaith, in the preſence of the image #r $4+ 


crement. | 
3 Dr. Morton vvill not deny (I be) but vvhen and vvhers 
_ Chriſt is to be worſhipped, hee 1s perſonally to be wor- 
ted. 
PPPeNcither can he deny , but vyhenſoever Chriſt is vyorſhip- 
ped, h-e isas well to be vvorſhipped', «4 if hee were really preſent, 
' So that vve haveevery part and particle of this Aﬀertion held 


ſh raught by the Defendant himſelfe : viz, that wee ongyt te 


Fueele before the Sarr1ment ; thit Hy it , or in ut , we may perſonally 


! warſhip Chrift,as 'f be were really Py: All the vvit in Lichfield 


vvill never vvind him out of t 
ſelfe infolded. 

I vvill yet be a little bolder , and affirme, that Dr. Morton 
doth allow worſhipping of ſome images themſelues , as much 
as Burandus, For he alloweth of images for commemoration , 
p-1,ch.3. ſ.7, and upon religious remembrance to worſhip be- 
fore the remembrancer : hee approveth hcer, SeA,40, Duran» 
dns doth no more to a Crucifixe. 

In the ſecond place he ſheweth what ſuperſtition the Papifts 
haue in their adoration : But bringeth no proofe of what hee 
faith,ſauc'our of Belrrmin,who is in this queſtion an adverſar 
of Darandus , and therfore his opinion cannot ſhew the diffe- 
rence betwixt us and Ourandus. Yet Bellarmine ſaith nothin 
neither ( except the word merit) which Dr. Morton in this des 
fence doth nor maintain. Neither is that ſuperſtition intrinſe» 
call to the adoration., | 

pr 6. he delcribeth our kneeling to be uſed , that wpen 
feght of this Sacrament , 44 as a viſible ord, our hearts may be mo- 
ped unto a ſpirituall contemplation of God, and of Chriſt , unto 
Þhom Ibe pray. And is not this the very ſame with that which 
Durandu faith of kneeling before an image , by the image Ivee 


is ſnare, vvherin he is by him- 


| bane a remembrance of the perſon Which i orſhiped ? Is not his 


remembrance , one and the ſame thing with the Defendant his 
ſotrituall comtemplition ? Heer then is no difference of adorati« 
on, but of words onely. | ; 

Laſtly, when he cannot declare any difference , he "giveth us 
thele trermes tochew upon, The Papiits adoration is ſomewhat in- 
befuue in ebjefto, or adheſiue per objeftum : but ours is,abſtraftiue 
ab objefio. Dc. Abbot ſaith well, p. 1219, 18 is « ſpecial faculty 


{| thit men attain unto by Romiſh learning , that they are able at any 


tmne by a diftinition to mack God. 1 will not direQly apply that 
ſpeech unto the Defend. but this I am ſure of, by this diſtinc- 
non the people of God are mecrly mocked. For the queſtion 


13 


-— 


is of no ſmall matter, bur of idolatrie: The argument is plain, 
and every ordinarie Chriſtian can underſtand it , You þ- the 


very ſame thing that the Papifts doe, When they commit idolatry: the 


anſwer is by adiſtinftion , The Papiits doe ut WR in objefto, 
ar adbe/oue per objettum : but Ive doe it abſtrettine ab objetto. When 
the Miniſter propoundeth this anſwer for to giue {atilfation 
-unto the people , what muſt they ſay , ſurely the beſt they can 
ſay is, that which often they bring forth, after flaunting Ser- 
mons: Our Preacher made the caſe as clear to day as conld be. Why 
what did he ſay? Nay be ſpoke ſo profoundly and learnedly that be 
could not underſtand him. Nos barones ſtupemus, i. We poor 
wen are amazed. Well , yer if the people be not ſufficiently 


inſtrudted (faith the Defendant) itis their Teachers ignorance, _ 


or idleneſle: and #f the people Will not bow their knees , he Will 
. break their backes ſay our great Prelats. This is the onely anſwer 
and argument, which will holdat a dead lift, when all other 
faile. | 
But to inquire alittle into this obſcure anfwer : 1 whatdoth 
Oarands allow of in kneeling before images, which the De. 
fendant doth not in kneeling before the bread and wine 2 
Somelbbat ſaith he : but what that ſomewhat is, he cannot tell: 
and it I ſhould aske him , who giues teſtimonie of that /ame- 
Dbat ; he may as well anſwer, what doe you call him ?* 2 How 
doe they giue that ſomewhat of adoration to the image ? cither 
ogns ({aith he) or «db e/tue, hee cannot tell which. And the 
eruth is , that Durand, and thoſe more ancient Papiſts, whoſe 
opinion he maintaineth, approved of no adoration to be given 
unto images at all, either inhx/iue, or edhefine, So Bonaventure 
in Sent l.z, d.9.4:4, relating their opinion, faith they held ſtul- 
tum efſe honorare rem inſenſibitem : it is a fooliſh thing to honour- 
infenſible creatures. Crucem igitur Chriſti now eſſe adorandum nifs 
in quantum in e4 adoratur Chriſt us, negue aliquam et wonorgs reveren» 
tiam exbibendam , nift ratione Crucifixs ; that is, That therfore the 
croſNt of Chriſt is not be Worſhipped , ſaue ſo farre as Chriſt is worſhip= 
pedinit , netther that 4ny reverence of hanour is to be given to it, but 
$u regard of bim who was crusified.. Of this minde was Alexan- 
der Hales þ.3,4-3 4-3» M4jor honor qui-exhibitur cruct, refertux ad, 
rem fignificatam cajus eſt /ignum , non 4d ipſam crucem in ſe. Vog 
eff image ut fignum, totus boner refertur ad prototypon. Procilentes 
adoramus non materiem., ſed imaginetum : that 13, The pgreat:r ho- 
nour Which is given to the cxofſe, ts referred to the thing fugnifi.d of 
Whom it is @ /igne, and not to the very croſſe in it ſelfe ; whe'e the-. 
mapeis a4 egne, the whole Sonour is given to the firſt patternt » | 
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the thing im:g*ncl. By this it anpearerh plainly, that thefe 
Paviſt- are falfly charged by the D:tcndant, with an opinion 
which rth-y rejeR, 

Now for our adoration ; he Caithit is: aFftra#te ab rbjefto ? 
thatis, w+ arc moved by this objec ro worſhip God, Why this 
is the very ſame thine which Alex:inter Hales, in the fortcited 

Jace, allefgeth tor his images : [maginem CF1ifti videntes, & 
ſolutarr raonis in memoriam bententes, proredentes adoram us, non 
miteriim , ſedamaninitum; that is, hn we /eeth: wmege of Chit, 
an1 rome to remember his ſabing þ«ſſion , filling denn we w 'fÞib 


notthe viſe wottcr , but the thirg imagined. So thar iv all this, | 


there Can l»- fnc.&w d no d1ftoronce betrwist Our kneehirp bcſore 
the Sacrament, and many Papiſts kneeiing before images, - 
In ths: three next S:Rions, 32.33-34,:h- giofler conceit of Pa- 


wiſts, eſpecially Teſuns, concerning thew adoration of Images » 


and of the Sacrament, is {irgcly propounded, Of which de- 
claration there is no other uſe, bur that which ſome cunning 
fhopkeepers make, of ſhewing courſer tuff unto the Buicr, thar 
fo he may judge that which they deſire ro fell , by compariſon, 
to be finer then in deed it is. Thouch Belarmine was cited in 
the Abridgment, as concluding ſhrew:!ly trom eur kneeling bee 
fore the Sxcrament, and worſhipping of Chriſt in it, to the 
proving of fome adoration before a crucihxe, yer we never 
thought , that that kind of adoration wiaich B-Yarmme hime 
ſelfe defendeth to be due unto images , and unto the hoR AL 
the ſame with ours in England, 


SECT. SAAV. NAAVI. XXEVEL 


O W more diſtinaly, wee are taught by the D-fendane 
what 1s the obj-Q of our acoraiion 1n receiving the Sacra. 
ment. And 1 If our relitton (faith he ) be made from the 
ſcene to Chriſt , then i the Sacrament, oVjettum 4 guo fromfreatine z 


the ſigne moving tt to lift ap eur minds from the earthiy ol 1(b of 


ſivſs, bread, to'toe ſyiritacii ohjett of faith, Crit. Vihere, I would 
'know, whether the bread be onely an obyje& of our ſcrle, and 
no way of our adoration? If onely of ſenſe, then the Word 
moveth as vvell, and is to be uſed with adoration , as truch 2s 


the Sacrament, and the Sacrament no more then that. Te: 


bow therefore in Kkngular manner before the Sacrament, being 
30 obj-& of adoration , but onelya help unto it, 3s the very 


{ame thing that Alexanderof Hales, Durendus, and luch like 


Papifts, ſay they doc wry, before images : who yet, by 


a!l our Divincs, are indighted of idolatry tar lo dowg. Bur if 


the 
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the Sacrament bs fome way an obje& of our adoration 2Ifo, 
th-n th: caſc 1s more lain, An4 that Go 1t is the Deſendant 
ſhewerh , when he Caith ; the reverence or adoration 18 relae 
tine from the ſigne to Chrilt. For if it be from the ſigne, 't 
muſt fir be carried to the ſigne, as 2 means of conveyance un- 
to Chritt. This 15 more groflſe then rhe other, and commeth. 
neer unto Bellarmines doArine of Images. It 1s as if a wife 
ſhou14 goe into A ſtrangers bed, that through it ſhe may paſſe 
to her huzbands. 

2 Secondly, (ayrh he, our ylition may be taken from Chrift ts 
the ſ.crament , 4 betÞren a giver and his gift. Burt the queſtion 1$ 
of r:lation which 14in Our reVcrance or adoration , unto what 
obj. it 15 reſcrred : not what relation there 1s bItween Chriſt 
a1d ch: lacrament, Or Dotwixt them and us. Is therefore 18 
nothing to the purpole. Neither is that any thing which 15 ad- 
ded," iz. thit the comm unicant bens «pen his knees, ÞY img & prats 
ſing God, this rel:tion 1s a reverent taking of the gift, For 1. there 
is nohueſtion of kne-ling in prayer and thankelgivirg. 2 Pray- 
ers an thankeſgiving goe hetore and follow ater the .0&t of re- 
ceiving, they are not neceſſarie in it; yer our Ergliſh Canones 
are fulfilled,if a man kneelcin the a& of recerving, thong hee 
neicher knecle b. fore, nor after in prayer or th n :{{lerving. 
3 R-vercnt taking is an ation 1n («emly manner pertormed, 
Notarclation. 4 No man can 02. h us the revexence of raking 
b-ter then Chriſt and his Apoſtles, Thais relation betweene a 

iver and his gift, < illurared by a ſimlbitud? Of receiving 4 
if from the hand of a King, ſe&.36. for confutation «f which 

' Abbots anſwer to Bſh1p, p. 1215. May ſuffice. We may bere 
conceine th it images are {kneeling 15) brought ts great diftrejje, im 
that from argaments 1 the Schools, thry are fone to fry to ceremo» 
gies Of he court. It ſh1uld ſeeme fFrange, that formalitres obſerved to 
@inces in their courts for mateſtte and roy:11 ſtate, (hb1%id be mace pa» 
fernes of rel £1948 dev:$:6ns to Le vreftifod in tbe Church. Brut 4 man 
$1 dime of dr 
v5 take ihe anſoxcr which the D-<fendant alle«geih out of the 
Abridgement, (c&. 37. There ts n0 þropertton kitrwzeve the cibillre= 
peren'e given to a King ,orto the o:ft bib Ihe recerae from bim , 
and#thi« refegions reverence 09 theſe bodiiy 6-112 * for there 1s farre 
more d:noer of idolatry hb-re thewthere. To which the Defendant 
anſwerch, viz: To feare td-butry in the ſacrament, u to feare Where 
no feave 5. Againli which careleſſ- fearlefſe prefumprion of our 
Prelares, if Cyfhcerh ;ro oppole the rel1210us i-aloufis of our 

exue Divines, Bucer , Martyr, Hooper, BeX?, Beacon, and iuch 


Plee.citedin the Abridgment ,pag. 6-53F- who all wich one cone 
L 3 {cuC 


ning, s gl:d to catch at every tMrgge, © fl Bvr ler 


= 


ſent wiſh and coun(cll, that all reliques of ſacramental idolatry, 
and kneeling in ſpeciall ſhould be removeo, for teare idolatrie 
ſhould thereby be continued, countenanced, Or any way pro. 
moted. One godly ſpeech of Bucer, ſer. Angl471. 1 cannot o- 
mit to adde. Si vero atligimnus Denm & ſoſputatorem noitrum le. 
ſum Chriſtuns, ex toto corde, tots anima,& cunttis beribus, 4 quo lex 
pendet omnts * i, ut ex bas dileftione conſequt neceſſe eft , tllud im- 
menſce immutablis charitatis eius beneficaqum, Fo ſe & in mortens 
pro nobis, & in alimoniam nobs Vite &trne ederit, gratis ampletti- 
mir, & «t par eft ſuſpicimus © adoramus,nihil ſane ad extremam 18+ 
liqut faciemus deteitationem & ſeveriJumam PY ofligattonem omnts 
eius impietatis atque abominationis, quam Satan per Antichriſto: ſass 
inbexit contra bac ſauttiſſinna myiterta : nibilque prorſus apud nos 
loc vel invenient, vel rettuebant ec res omnes, verba, geſt us, m quibus 
pel4)pareat efſe aliquid tantis impietatibus affine aut ad ullam rapiatiaa 
(quanquam improbe & abſque ulla data cauſa) barum ſuarum impieta- 
tum commendationem & pituram, niſt id exiitat ex ijs rebus, verlss , 
aut ſignis, que Dorainus neſter commendavit. that is, If Ie lone 
God,and our Saviour-leſus Chriſt With all our heart ,Ivith all our ſonle, 
Þith all our ſtrength, Whereupon the whole 11w dependeth, If,as muſt 
needs folloþ upon that lone, Ie thankefully remember tyat benefit of 
bis endleſſe end unchangeable lone, that be gaue himſUfe to death for 
us, aud for 4 nouriſhment to everlaiting life to ns, and if Ive reverence 
mim as is meet, we will omit nothing Which may ſerue to ſbew our utter 
deteitation and moſt ſevere abandoning of all that ungualmes and ab- 
h1mination, Which Satan by bis Antichrifts bath brought tn /g4inft 
theſe moſt holy myſteries : neither Will there be any place at all fornd 
in «s for any of thoſe things, Words, geſtures,un which any thing my 
either appeare to be like to ſo great tmipievie or may be(chorgh ungoduiy 
end without any occaſton given) to any commendation or pam!ung out 
of theſe their aacodive fiir ambeſſe that come from thoſe things words, 
or (ignes which our Lord vath commended. This paſſage of gocly 
Bucer is to be marked, nos onely becauſe it 1s 1o oppoſite unto 
the Defendant his fearleſneſle, but alſo, becauſe ut ſh-weth that 
truc thankfulneiſe ro God and Chriſt, and true adoration of 
Chriſt in the celcbration of the ſacrament, doe exclude utterl 
all ſuch geftures as khecling before the bread and wine 1s: FA 


farre be they from being caulcs of it as the Defendant, would 
bcarc us in hand. 


2 The Detendant alſo anſwereth for his courtly ſamilitude, 
that though it bath not a proportson of equality ts Teligious reverences 
. pet it hath the proporizon of 4 ſumilitude, aud ſo doth lluſtrate. For 

which there need no more be {ayd, then this, Illuſtrations haue 
Ro plage before proofes. Let him proue or defend by Scripture, 
| and 
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and good reaſon the kneeling he ftandeth for, and then we will - 
not ſtrive with him about illuſtrations, Yet his illuſtration 
faileth many wayes: For 1 no ſpeciall ſolemnitic may be uſed. 
in receiving a gift from a king, ſaue that which the —_ him- 
{-1fe doth appoint or allow of . He muſt therefore firft ſhew, 
thit Chriſt hath appointed knecling art the receiving of the ſas 
crament, as many kings haue appointed it to their ſubieRs at 
their receiving of ſome favours from ther, before this propor- 
tion willhold. 2 Kings admit of ſome flattering obſervances 
ſommtime, which are not tit to be offred unto God. As for exam» 
ple, ſome Prelates when they preach before the King, in the 
middeſt of their prayer offered unto God,at their naming of the 
king, uſe to bow their knee, or bend their body 1n lowly man» 
ner: and yet the ſame men thinke it not fir wo uſe ſuch obſer. 
vance at the naming of God. 3 The ſpeciall honour due unts 
kings cannot be given unto their gifts : but Gods gifts through 
mans perverſeneſſe haue often robbed him of his honor,. 
as Calvin ſhewerth, Inſt. 14 17. 316, Yea the author of the book 
de bocatione Gentium, extant among Ambroſe his workes,waketh 
this to be the originall of keathen 1dolatry; Ex Dei dons, fecerunt 
fibi deos : that is, Of Gods gifts they baue made themſeluer gods. 


SECT. XXXVIIL. 


HE ſecond ground of confutation which the Defendant 
chole to ſtand apon, is the teſtimony of proteſtant Di» 
vines, our owne witneſſes ( as he rightly termeth them) as 
ainſt him 1n all this controver{ie. But, I know not how, hee 
Rande h upon this ground, as if he felt it to ſhake under him,by 
ſome fearfull earth quake, We are not 12norant (ſayth he) tht 
many Proteitant authonrs are moſt frequent m condemning the geſtare 
of Knecling at tbe receiving of the holy commumnon.lt is well he cone 
f:fech this: For he hath ſpared us fome paines in repeating thetr 
frequent ſentences of condemnation. But how dare he alledge 
their authority then for confuration of us that agree with them 
in condemning of the ſame geſture? Many {{ayth he) becauſe 
they condemine it onely a8 uſed tdolatrouſly by Papiſts : but not as it 
2:y be uſed religiouſly by orthodox? and godly profeſſors. This is mas 
niteſtly falſe; tor though forraine Divines were never willin 
to contend particularly with our Church about this and fuck | 
like ceremonies, yet their iudgement about our praiſe, doth 
{ufficicotly appeare, both by the reaſons which they brin 
where they treat of ir, touching us to the quick,if we were ſenſe | 
blezand ilfo by their praRtite, 1n that (together with the male} 


they. 
/ 


mu Hl + os... 
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they baniſhed this matſe-gefture our of the Churches which 
would by them be direQed: and how farre they were fron! exe 
peQing oportunitie of bringing 1t 11 2gainc, that in CIvers Sy . 
nods, eſpecially of France, and the Loweountries, chey haue 
provided againſt it. The fame allo 1s confhimed by the poore 


gleanings which this Defendant can make out of their weitir gs: 


for his purpole. Calvin (faytn h-)requireth outward reYerence mm :he 
uſe of the ſecraments. Ang lodee we allo both require and per=- 
forme it, ashe did at Geneva, wi: hout kneeling. Juel aifo ſayth 
there is a reverence due unto the ſacrament Pithout aderation, Why 
that is the very thing we ſtand and ſuffer tor. Zan:he offirmert 
th:t the ſicraments are to he uſed Bith reverence as the ord, That is 


ovr argument againſt kneeling, which can never be anſw-red, 
\Would not DoR. Morton and bis tcilow Biſhops blame vs,ifwe 


ſhould ſay, that they doe not reverence the word, becaulc ihe 
be not on their knees all the fermon time ? And wk.y will they 
deny us ro reverence the facrament, except we be on our knees 
in receiving it? -Bez4 counteth this geiture bory dangerens, Þ:;ſh.th 
end prayeth heartily it might be removed : but yt doth not frmply con- 
demne it 45 idolatrous. Let his wiſhes and prayers be accepreg, let 
this dangerous ceremonie be remo\ ed, 'or (which is Ictfſe) nor 

Irged, and ie will not contend with any man about the ab- 
ſtrat2d nature of it. Piter Aſartyr let fall one ſritence which 
ſoundcth to a toleration of this geſture in ſore cafe, And this 
35 all that the D<fendant can alledge out of Proc tant Diiines 
for countenancing of our Prelats emoyning and urging of knees. 
ling,with ſuſpenſtons,excommurications, fines, wprifonments, 
even to the utter undoing of many a fatthfull miniſter, and a 
multitude of godly people. What ſhoulda man lay to fach une 
reaſonable men? The Lord deliver us trom thern, 


LEGS -AXIIX 
\ Hen all other witneſſcs taile, Bellarmine is brought in 


excuſing Proteſtants from ſulpition of adoration, De 

Euh.l.4.c.29. But 1. Bellarmine {peaketh oncly of the 
Proteſtants docrincnot of cyery thing wich is found in ſome 
of their practiſes. 2 That which 15 no adoration in Be/larmanes 
1 vloement, may be in truth adoration, Byt this confutation is 
no! worth larger confuting, 


CHAE' ITY ' mv 


SECT, XL. XLI. XLII. XLIH, 


1 Mouzh all that hitherto hath been alledged by the Defen- 
dant be nothing worth, yer if in our owne praCiſe any 
thing can be found which maketh for his purpoſe,we mu 


- of necefiitic either leaue thar praftiſe, or yeeld him the cauſe, 


T ke firſt part of our pra@iſe to this purpoſe produced, le&, 


\ 40. is, #47 iaÞard reverence of ſoule, Which may aud ought to bee 


Expreſſed by vi/ivle reverence w_ one or other geſture of the body. 


- As if this were the very queſtion,wherther viſible reverence may 


be ſhewed by bodily geſture in the receiving of the ſacrament 


- er no ? Ihaue now ſundry times affirmed, that wee ſtand as 
/ Much and more for true reverence, both inward and outward, 


in celebration of the ſacrament, them theyPrelares themſelues, 


| Allthe queſtion is, whether kneeling in the very at of recei- 
Ying be that bodily reverence which is required, or no. B:f(11e, 


inward reverence for the a& of it, is exerciſed in the hearing of 


.the word, even in the higheft degree often times, without knee. 


ling: and for che diſpoſition of it remaineth, when other graces 


, are expreſſed: and all diſpoſitions which are required unto 
. Tight receiving of the ſacrament, cannor diſtinaly and fol-mne 
. Iy be expreſſed at one and the ſame time, by outward geſtures, 


except we ſhould look upto heaven, downe to the earth, and 
upon the table, all rogether, We think beſt therefore ro make} 
the greatelt expreſſions ef our reverence, before we fit down 
at the table, and after we are riſen : bur at the table ro cffe& oy 
ether guiſes then Chriſt and his Apoſtles have raught us. Oute' 
ef ſuch conceits as this, all ſuperſtition hath crept into the ſa. 
crament. Forcxpreffion of reverence, ſome would not touch 
the bread with their hands, or the cup either, but have borh 
bread and wine put into their mouthes. Some more agreeably 
ro Caurtly fathion (urged by the Defendant) where meat is ta» 


| ken with Glver forkes, 1n ſtead of hands, deviſed a flver pipe 


to ſuck up the wine through: ſome would not haue bearded lay 
men taſte of the wine at all : and many for mecre reverence {as 
they ſay) will neither touch wine nor bread, abſtcining altoge- 
ther from the facrament, | 

Tae ſecond part of our praQiſe urged (eh. 41. is , that We de 
net ſeparate from the congregations of England, as we ought if knee» 
ling ereidolatrows. Where 1.1 would haue it marked, who are 
the authors of ſchiſme & ſeparatiſts whether we, as the Defen- + 
dant chargeth us,or himſclte, and his fellow Biſhops? He tea- 
Eheth hers in plaine termes, that in what Church ſoever any 


K thing 
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thing idolatrous is praiſed, that Church ought to be ſeparateT 
from, Now ſuppoſe that our Church be free from all idolatrew 
pollution,yet {any maneſtceme any one thing prattiſed in ir, 
:idolatrous; this Defendant hath-given him a rule whereby hg 
muſt needs be drawne to preſent ſeparation, if he will beleeue 
him. And how ordinary 15 it for ſome reliques ef idolatry to be 
found in true Churches, even about the ſacraments ? how caſe 
for cvill minded men to bring in ſome {uch things under faire 
pretenſes, where they were not in uſe ? muſt all mea preſently 
ſ:parate therefore utterly from ſuch Churches, with a reryun« 


- Giation and utter condemning ofthem ? the Defendant ſa 


y_ : we ſay no. Whoare the authours and teachers of ſchiſme? 


think they that firſt rake this propoſition , where any idola- 
trous thing is uſed, there utter {eparation- muſt be made: and 
then by their Canons entoyning unneceſſaric things,” which 
they know are of many good Chriſtians eſteemed, at the leaft 
jdolatrous, adde the afſumprion : and ſo leaue nothing bur the 


veryconcluſion to be made up, by aQuall ſeparation of thoſe 


that are inclined thereto... 


2 1 anſwer,there is idolatrous pra@iſe by participation,which 
3n Gods interpretation 18 calledidolatry,1, Cor.10.14. 18.20.21. 
though it be not full idolatry. Abag his Altar, which he took 
the paterne of from Damaſcus, was of that kind, 2. Kang. 16. 
Now in this caſe we are to ſeperate from the praQtite, but nor 
alcogether from the praQtilers, } 

Our third praQtile 18 (forfooth) that Ie ſay grace before meat, 
Fett. 42, As if we refuled to pray before and after the receiving 
of the ſacrament. A | | 

Our laſt praiſe abicQed, fe. 43, is, that Þe revriue the facrs- 
wewt with heads uncovered. Therealon is this, if uncovering of 
the head bz gootl, knceling cannot be evill : but every man of 
xealon may conſider, whether Cornelius his falling down before 
Peter, AQ&.10.25.26. or lobns falling downe before the Angell 
Rev.19. 10. & 22.8.9. were no more then uncovering: of the 
head before them ? or whether they ſhould haue becn repro- 
ved for uncovering their heads,.s they 'were for falling dowane ? 
SY may it be thought, but thoſe religious men intended 
chiefly to vzorſhip God 1n the perſon of his meſſengers. The Bi- 
ſhops themſclucs would think muck if men ſhouli not uncos 
ver theic heads before them (their very {ervants *tie Cancellors 
&c.ww&e gcauc miniſters ſtand bare before them) yer I hope 
they.would got haue men kneel io them, The truth 1s, the uncos 
yering of the head is a generall or common gciture of reverence 

| i@ 
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40 be uſed wjth.diſcretioninlt religious exercifes : but knee; 


ting is proper unto adoration. 


F>.- TH, ay - i 
© of HON 


Hos (good fir) I have at yourrequeft,. ſer downe my anj- 
A madvcrſions briefly apon Dr. Afertens Defence. Lhave 
not taken ſuch l-ature im the doidg ofir, as ic -may be you 
expe&:d; yer I doubt not,bur upon the peruſz!} of what my Jour 
ef both parts (for T wauld not haue/you'read- my-reply without 
comparing of his defence) you: will wonder how either Dottor 
Aſorton whole workes were wont to praiſe him-in the gates, as 
D. Playfer (ayd of him when he diſputed for his degree, ſhould 
ever {-t forth ſo flcight a booke, or how with others ic could 
find the applauſe that hath (as I heare) veen given unto it, Surc- 
ly when I enter into that confideration, theſe thoughts come te 
my minde ; It may be he was growen; too confident upon the 
good ſuccefſs which he had in diſputing againſt manifeſt cor» 
ruptions of Poperic : and fothought he ſhould prevaile alſo jr 
L excufing of ſome that are lefle palpable : and that ſo much the 
” * .ather,bzcauſc he had made ſo good a profeflion againſt the os 
ther; forgetting that ofthe Apoſtle, We cannot dee. any ti'ing 4- 
$4inſt the truth ,but for the truf1,2.Cor.13.8.It may be (which a 
peareth too plainly in many paſſages ot his book) hee wk | 
” too meanly of the minifters learning whom he calleth Non« 
eonformiſts, as knowing that they may not be ſuffered ro per= 
fe&their ſtadies in the univerſities, nor haue '{o much peace in 
the countrey as to make ſupply of that defe, but mutt alwaygs 
; fight with one hand 2r leaſt again{t, povertic and yexation , if 
-with the other tacy fight againlt ignorance, and clime, unto ri- 
per knowledge : ſo that he had ne great expectation of any re- 
ply, not remembring that GodÞatb cLoſen the foolifh things of the 
Þorld to confound the Wiſe , and the Þeake things to confound tbe 
mightie, 1.Cor-1, 27, It is poflible alfo, that the birthes which 
come from him, being Biſhop, whereof this is the firſt, will 
differ much from thole which were in.former time .the children 
"> of his ſtrengeh, Howſoever it is, I would not-have any thing 
| -which hath paſſed from me, turned to the preiudice of his pex- 
| ſon; but according unto my intent applied only to.liis Defence, 
and the cauſe he defendeth. 
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I batt «i vays inventions: but thy law dee 1 tome; 
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' CH exbortation ts Doffor Morton, 


\ © R. Dr.Mortes, the Authour of this Reply , at my ex 
treaty, I thank him, hath done as a Door , in manife- 
ſting that truth of God which you haue ſought to dar- 


- ken ;'for which his paines , many of good judgement ,. and 


well aff:ed in'our land, bleſſed God. NowT, to whom the 
publiſhing of this Treatiſe is committed, doe alſo carneftly 1n- 
treat you, to take in good part a word or two of .exhortation 
from me #8 4 P:ftor, 1n applying that which is ſouncly cavghr, 
according to Gods word/, to the conſcience, I therfore exhore 
you to ſee and atknowledge your errour im taking upon you 
the defence/of this bad cauſe; ſtrive not againſt that hight of 


truth, which this Reply maniteſtethro you. Think with: your 


ſelfe , that one , who is no profeſſed Do@or 1n the Schooles , 
may teach you ſom» rruth. Conſider that many of your coats 
haue loft the good gifts which they ha4, ere th-y became Eng- . 
liſh Biſhovs, uſurping authority and Lordſhip over Gods hert. 
tage. Orake heed of abuſing your good gifis and Schollgrſhip, 
Icſt the like curſe b*fall you,which God hath brought-upon 0 
thers before your eyes for this fin;:Why take you not where you 
Jefr, in confuring the Papiſts, ere you'were a Biſhop? Are you 
fo ſoon weaty of well doing? Arc you, a profeſſed Dor of - 
Divinity, ſo fooliſh, that afrer you haue begun in the Spirit, 
you woul i be made perfe& by the fi-ſh of outward Cercmos 
nies > Why doe you give the obſtinate and wilfull Papiſts ſuck 
Cauſe to rejoyce 1n-your fleih ? A:k your own conſcience, whe- 
ther thoſe Miniſt-rs wiom you oppugne, and ſtile Non con+ 


Formiſts, b:not of the godlieft, and diligenteſt, and ableſt 


Preachers that were to be found in. the Diocefſe of Themas 
Cheſter ? Should not the Biſhop of the Dioceſſc favour ſuch, 
rocure the credit of ' ſuch, encourage ſuch in well doing Þ 
Should he not being ſtronger in fairh ( as he would be held te 
be,tn judging the Ceremonies in queſtion 1ndiffremt ) then his 
godly but weak ſonns, ( vveak in his ſenſe} who judge th 
ould finne if they ſhould uſe them : For they haue no fair 
vvhere God hath no vvord togroundit on, as to holdit in 
different to Lord it over their brethren , vvhom Chriſt makes 
their equals; to thruſt, Paftars '0n Congregations, yvithoat 
their choice and 1iking,to ordain & cxcommunicate- Miniſters, 
and others,by their ſole power &c, ſhould not he (I ſ:y}jas a fa- 


. ther,bear the infirmitiey of the weak? May he pl-aſe himſclf, 8 


iis lonnes adycriarics, the Idolatreus Papilts, who increalc in 
p Bum. 
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nufiber and-infolericiein this land of late ? May he. by an of- | 
fenfiue book, diſgrace his own ſonnes, by coyning ſabrile and _ 
vain diftin@ions to dazle the eyes of the ſimple? Makes he not 
the obſtinate Papiſts to laugh in their fl:eves, while they ſee 
him, who the other day vvas vehement againft them in his 
Printed bookes , now plcading their cauſe, and uſ12g their Ar» 
«m-nts to opprefſe and diſgrace his fellow -minifters ? Mo... 
Door, ſtind not upon an idle title of Lord given you (bur ill 
baſceming a Miniſter of Chriſt) by a mortall man, therby ts 
evcrcrow them, to vvhom the Lord of Lords hath given 
equall power and authority vvith your f-lſe. Conſider, I pray 
you, vvhether this b+ a fit time for you to print Bookes in des» 
fence of Popiſh traſh > Conſider, that the Reformed Chu 
ches about us caneaſfily judge that this Miniſtery of the Eng- 
liſh Biſhops, by vyriting ſo offenfiue bookes te maintaine mzns 
devices in Gods vvorſhip, is a ready way to bring in Popery 
againe, Take h-ed how you blame ſuch xcalous Preachers 
as cannot conforme in every point to your judgement and 
praiſe, as the cauſe of the increaſe of Papiſts, Mark vvell 
vyhcther ſtrangers vvho look on, vvill not judge the Enghſh 
Biſhops friends of Antichriſt in this, rather then Miniſters of 
Chriſt, if they filence, depriue, ſuſpend and excommunicats 
th-ir fellow- Minifters, becauſe rhey cannot ſubſcribe_to uſe - 
theſe nocent ceremonies, the relicks and raile of that vvhore of 
Babylon? O chat you had ſpent thoſe houres , vvherin this 
untimely, and mi:napen laſt birth of yours vvas unhappily 
conceived in your braine, 1® dravving an carneft and hamble 
ſupplicatien tohis Royall Majeſtic, for the removing of theſe 
M :k2 bates, vvhi. h haue donegreat harm in our Church, and 
never can doc good: far the depoſing of all dumb Maiaiſters , 
and vile Non-refilents: for the enaQting or executing of good 
lavvcs cna&:d againft the Papiſts, I vy.ſh that you may beg 
Corte that you omitted this goed, and did that <vill, I pray 
p_ yet, cre it bz: too lace, penne this ſupplication 1n the be- 
alfe of our Church, and intreat your Gracious Lord, yvhong, 
his M1j-ty greatly favourcth, ro open his mouth for the good 
and (alvation of many ſoules rea iy ts be famiſh:d (nnder thels 
dry noutles,. both idle and idoll ſh-phcards) and in extreme 
danger to be (edaced by Popiſh Seminarics. You intreated 
him to patronage your book, doe no lefſe for the preterring of 
this. needfull requeſt, IT hope agood vvord, ſpoken in good 
earneft , by that your B mncifull Loed » Might be able to ba» 
niſh all godl-Mc Non-rcfadents from the Court, and all Icfuits 
and Popilk Pricks out of the land. 1 beſceck you ſen taps 
| PROUT 
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NT ordthorouf Rho hereby ſhallmarifeft himlclfe ro be 
vvell affected to the rruthwvhich 'vve profeſſe , and the good » 
#- | of our Church, 1 pra ym conſider hovy Papiſts be increg« 
il Fog ſed, fnce his Majeſtic fr granted this full liberty:to the Bie 
j hops , vvhich Queen Etiz4b#th, of good memeary, vvould nog 
rant, to filenceſb many painfull preachers : And hovy: man | 
ule, might have 'been converted, and comforted” by theie 
meanes in almoſt 20 yeares-ſpace ? Becauſe I have this conceir 
of Dc. Morton , that he is grieved and aſhamed, that this hard 
dealing of the Biſhops of England ſhould further the kingdom 
| of the Roman Antichriſt, of whom he hath formerly ſhewed 
| himſclfe A profefſed enemy, therfore am I further carneft vvith 
' him,that vyhen he ſhall be catled-ro preach at the Courr,beforg 
| his Majeſty,he vvill not ſeek great things for hin;ſcife,bur good 
18 things forthe Church of God, Tell his Majeſty plainly, IT 
'F | beſeech you, kovy many dumb Minifters be in your Diocefle, 
y vvho cannot preach ; tell him how many be non. reſident, and 
13 have many Benefices farre diſtant cach from other. Complain 
i ef that curſed Court of Faculties: Tell him how many Pa 
ll pifts be under your noſe about Eccleſhall, in Stafforecſhire,aud 
| in your wholcDiocefle,that he may,by proportion,gather hoyy 
many be in the Land. 'This1 exhort you the rather to doe , 
becauſe I feare his Majeſtic knoweth not how few faithfulf 
Preachers be in the land : and how many idle drones ſwarm in 
#ach Dioceſſe. I come ſeldome at the Court, but I heave that 
| kis Majcſtic uſcth to wear often: it this be ſo, haue mercy 
b on his ſoule , beſecch his Majeſlteto leave it, charge him in 
| the name of God to leaue it. There is fri orger taken thay 
no Miniſter, who con:ormes not, may preach at the Court. IF 
#, ſuch might preach there, though it coſt thera dear, they would 
on dcal plainly, tendring the ſalvation of the Kings ſoule, and the 
| | Courticrs, The Kings Phiſitians will not ſtick ro preſcribe a 
a bitrer pill for his Majeſtics health , though ir diſtaſte him, and 
\ they doe well. Doe you the office of a [pirituall De&or, and 
the King will honour-you ; at leaſt the King of Kings will 
4 reward your faithfull ſervice. His Majeſtic knoweth well what 
- is your apty' and what to judge of {moothing flatterers, Hof; 
iF | 7.5, namely , that they {cek themſclues, and not the ſalvation 
& of mens ſouls. Ihear there is great profanenefic in the Court, 
| i andif it be ſo, i-will low from the-Court into the Countrey, 
Bi therforc lift up your voice as a Trumper, If there be any in- 
rent that the Prince ſhouldwymarty an 1dolatrous wife , ſee thas 
accordingte your protcyund knewledge , you miniſtcs Gods 
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'» exhortation ts DoFfor Morton; 


word fincerely. Speak the truth. I tell you as my friend, what 
I judg I ought Ba if-I,were in your place. I had rather beg 
y bread, rthzn be a Miniſter in the Kings Court , upon con» 
ditiof thar\I ſhould ſee abgminabl: ſinncs commirted by the 
kizheſt powers, andI muſt preach Gods vvord to them , bur 
not (p:akc againft their tranſgreſſions. What ſhould ir profir 
me to win the vvhole vvorld and looſe, my own foule? Curſed 
ibe that preforment, which brings Gods curſe on a mans ſoule. 
Mr.Do@or Morten, I ſpeak thisfe you in Gods preſence,wiſh- 
ing your 200d, I ſhould be verie foric if you ſhould nor make 
good uſe of it, b-cauſe it wotld be a reſtimonic againſt you ar 
the laſt day , wheras my prayer to God is, that it may ſcrue ts 
further your account at that day. "The Lord our God , for his 
Chriſts ſake, giu- us holy and heavenly wiledom ia all things, 
to hisglory , the good of htyChurch,, and the eternall ſalvay 
ion of our {owles, Awe. 
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7 foll pollute the coverings of the Images of filver, and the rich 
ornament of thine tinages of gold, and caſt them away 43 4 mens 
firnen cloth, and thou frult fy anto #, geb thee beuce, 11a,30.231 
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